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Executive  Suimnary 

Roxbury  is  a  small  urban  section  of  Boston,  with  an  extremely  high 

rate  of  unemployment  and  a  91il  minority  population.  Over  a  quarter  of 

the  survey  sample  receive  most  of  their  information  about  Roxbury  by 
word  of  mouth. 

Residents  generally  award  low  ratings  to  various  conditions  in  their 
neighborhood,  especially  crime,  job  opportunities  and  the  cleanliness 
of  streets.   Some  public  services,  however,  receive  good  marks, 
especially  fire  protection,  garbage  collection  and  health  care. 
Public  transportation,  libraries  and  colleges  receive  fair  marks  while 
public  housing,  street  cleaning  and  traffic  control  are  rated  very 
poorly  and  public  schools  are  considered  mediocre. 

Although  58t  of  the  sample  believed  things  in  general  have  gotten 
worse  in  Roxbury  during  the  last  five  years,  91^  are  optimistic  that 
things  will  improve  during  the  next  ten  years.   The  ranking  by 
respondents  of  various  sectors  regarding  efforts  to  improve  the 
quality  of  life  in  Roxbury  indicate  that  they  themselves  and  community 
leaders  have  done  pretty  well  and  that  the  past  efforts  of  the  Urban 
Renewal  Program  were  pretty  good.   Past  public  efforts,  including 
those  regarding  public  housing,  have  been  poor.   Even  so,  respondents 
felt  the  City,  the  federal  government,  and  Roxbury  residents  will  be 
mainly  responsible  for  what  happens  in  Roxbury  during  the  next  five 
years . 

Affordable  rental  housing  and  quality  of  public  services  were  second 
and  third  on  the  list  of  preferred  elements  in  future  Roxbury 
development,  but  jobs  iS  the  undisputed  preference  (of  90t^j  of  the 


sample.   Regarding  retail  development,  residents  want  a  supermarket,  a 
full  service  pharmacy  and  professional  services  (dentists,  accountants 
and  lawyers).   They  choose,  with  less  frequency,  more  entertainment 
and  restaurants. 

Jobs  are  given  first  priority  among  development  needs,  but  residents' 
virtual  equal  preference  for  manufacturing  in  comparison  with  office 
development  may  reflect  a  sense  of  easier  access  to  manufacturing 
jobs.   Residents  are  concerned  with  guaranteeing  jobs  for  neighborhood 
residents  and  assuring  participation  of  minorities  in  the  workforce. 

Although .respondents  believe  development  means  more  Whites  moving  in 
and  most  favor  that  influx  and  the  expected  positive  effect,  there  is 
clear  and  distinct  opposition  to  Roxbury  becoming  a  (majority)  White 
community.   Half  of  the  residents  felt  race  relations  and 
discrimination  have  had  a  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  life  in 
Roxbury  while  the  others  split  in  their  belief  that  there  has  been  an 
average  or  no  effect. 

Approximately  571  of  the  respondents  were  employed.   The  remainder 
were  either  unemployed,  housewives,  retired,  students,  or  otherwise 
not  in  the  labor  force.   Of  the  51Z    (36A)  who  were  employed,  109  (or 
29t)  work  in  Roxbury.   Of  the  Roxbury-employed,  almost  half  have  been 
working  there  for  five  years  or  less.   Whites  display  a  tendency  to 
find  jobs  in  Roxbury  at  a  somewhat  higher  rate  than  do  Blacks  or 
Hispanics.   Respondents  who  work  in  Roxbury  tend  to  have  jobs  at  the 
lower  (under  512,000)  and  upper  (525,000  and  over)  income  ranges. 

Over  a  quarter  (26*1)  of  the  survey  respondents  indicated  that  they  now 
own  their  own  homes.   Roxbury  home  owners  tend  to  be  older  than  the 


average  resident  surveyed  (45  years  and  older)  and  tend  to  have 
incomes  of  S25 , 000  or  greater. 

In  order  of  descending  frequency,  respondents  received  most  of  their 
information  about  Roxbury  by  "word  of  mouth"  (26%),  from  television 
(15«) ,  the  Boston  Globe,  (ISX) ,  personal  experience  (ll'O  ,  the  Boston 
Herald  (101)  and  the  Bay  State  Banner  (9il)  .   Women  tend  to  rely  more 
on  television,  the  Globe  and  the  Herald,  while  men  tend  towards  word 
of  mouth  and  the  Banner.   Banner  readers  tend  to  be  more  optimistic 
about  Roxbury 's  future  while  those  who  rely  on  "word  of  mouth"  tend  to 
be  less  optimistic. 

Fifty-eight  percent  of  the  sample  feel  the  situation  is  worse  in 
Roxbury  than  it  was  five  years  ago,  but  an  overwhelming  majority  (91/0 
feel  optimistic  that  the  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury  will  improve  over 
the  next  ten  years  and  501   are  greatly  optimistic.   Lower  income 
respondents  (earning  under  $12,000)  tend  to  be  more  critical  on  the 
issue  than  their  middle  income  range  ($12,000-24,999)  counterparts. 
Higher  income  respondents  ($25,000  +)  show  greater  tendencies  of 
optimism  than  their  counterparts.   In  general,  home  owners  were  more 
enthusiastic  than  renters  about  the  expected  quality  of  life  in 
Roxbury  ten  years  from  now.   Sixty-three  percent  of  home  owners  said 
conditions  would  improve  greatly  compared  to  46Z  of  renters  and  only 
2"    of  home  owners  said  they  would  not  improve  at  all  versus  11*1  of 
renters.   Respondents  critical  about  the  past,  however,  tended  also  to 
be  more  pessimistic  about  Roxbury's  future. 

Neighborhood  conditions  m  Roxbury  were  rated  poorly  by  the  survey 
respondents.   Although  none  of  the  fifteen  conditions  were  considered 


to  be  good  by  a  majority  of  respondents,  the  most  favorable  ratings 
went  to  the  condition  of  homes,  access  to  other  shopping  areas, 
educational  opportunities  and  air  quality,  in  that  order.   The  worst 
ratings  went  to  crime,  job  opportunities,  cleanliness  of  streets  and 
quality  and  availability  of  restaurants.   As  for  public  services,  fire 
protection  was  regarded  most  favorably  at  the  high  end,  receiving  a 
"good"  to  "very  good"  rating  from  60*i  of  the  respondents.   Garbage 
collection,  health  care,  public  transportation,  libraries  and  colleges 
also  received  fairly  good  ratings.   By  far,  the  worst  rating  went  to 
public  housing,  followed  by  street  cleaning,  parking  and  traffic 
control,  parks,  job  training  and  public  schools.   Forty  percent  of  the 
respondents  feel  public  and  private  education  and  training  in  Roxbury 
is  not  adequate  in  providing  job  skills  for  the  future  of  Roxbury 
residents.   Ironically,  employed  residents  tend  to  be  more  critical  on 
this  issue.   Half  of  the  respondents  felt  race  relations  and 
discrimination  have  had  a  significant  effect  on  life  in  Roxbury  while 
the  others  split  -  half  feeling  an  average  effect  and  half  feeling  no 
effect. 

By  far,  the  type  of  crime  perceived  to  be  the  most  serious  is  drugs, 
rated  very  serious  by  93il  of  the  respondents.   Drugs  is  followed  in 
perceived  severity  by  burglary,  muggings,  vandalism  and  car  theft. 
The  perceived  least  serious  crimes  in  order  are  racial  conflict,  car 
accidents,  white  collar  crime  and  prostitution.   One-fourth  of  the 
respondents  have  been  victims  of  violent  crime  and  ^5'/.    have  been 
Victims  of  crime  against  their  property.   Thirty-five  to  54  year-oids 
display  somewhat  greater  risk  to  be  victimized  by  violent  crime, 
renters  more  than  home  owners  and  Whites  slightly  more  than  Blacks. 


Property  crime  is  disproportionately  higher  for  those  with  higher 
incomes,  respondents  in  the  25-AA  years  of  age  group,  and  Whites. 

Regarding  efforts  to  improve  the  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury, 
respondents  rated  the  following  nine  sectors  from  best  to  worst:   1) 
themselves;  2)  community  leaders;  3)  past  efforts  of  the  Urban  Renewal 
Program;  4)  Roxbury  residents;  5)  past  efforts  of  the  City;  6)  state 
government;  7)  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority;  8)  the  federal 
government;  and  9)  past  efforts  of  the  City  regarding  public  housing. 
Also,  home  owners  had  a  much  greater  tendency  to  rate  highly  the  past 
efforts  of  Roxbury  residents  and  themselves  to  improve  the  quality  of 
life  in  their  neighborhood.   At  the  same  time,  residents  believe  city 
government  (572),  federal  and  state  government  (402),  neighborhood 
leaders  (402)  and  Roxbury  residents  (372)  will  be  mainly  responsible 
for  Roxbury  development  during  the  next  five  years. 

Respondents  indicated  a  clear  preference  for  jobs  as  an  important 
element  of  development  out  of  eight  choices.   Ninety  percent  said  jobs 
were  very  important  or  most  important.   Affordable  rental  housing  was 
similarly  rated  by  772,  public  services  were  similarly  preferred  by 
742  and  home  ownership  by  572. 

Roxbury  residents,  as  a  whole,  expect  to  own  their  own  homes  and 
strongly  favor  the  creation  of  affordable  housing  as  an  economic 
development  strategy.   Two-thirds  of  all  present  renters  surveyed  said 
they  expect  to  own  their  own  homes  in  the  future.   In  general,  these 
renCers  expecting  to  own  homes  are  younger  (18-44),  currently 
employed,  and  earning  middle  and  upper  income  salaries.   However,  a 
very  striking  result  of  the  survey  was  the  home  ownership  expectation 


o£  lower  income  residents  and  persons  not  employed.   Fully  one-half  of 
all  respondents  not  employed  and  617.  of  Roxbury  residents  earning  less 
than  $12,000  per  year  said  they  expect  to  own  their  own  homes  in  the 
future.   Clearly  the  vast  majority  of  Roxbury  residents  have  a  strong 
desire  for  home  ownership.   In  addition,  both  affordable  rental 
housing  and  hone  ownership  were  seen  as  very  important  elements  of 
future  development  in  Roxbury. 

When  given  a  hypothetical  situation  where  office  development  would 
provide  ten  times  more  jobs  for  a  site,  respondents  nearly  split  in 
their  choices,  A7Z  preferring  manufacturing  for  the  site  (in 
comparison  with  531  favoring  office  development) .   Men  preferred 
manufacturing  while  women  preferred  office  development.   Manufacturing 
tended  to  be  viewed  more  favorably  by  lower-income  respondents  and  by 
unemployed  respondents.   The  most  preferred  types  of  retail 
development,  in  order,  were  a  supermarket  (by  far  with  a  61'.!  "most 
preferred"  rating),  a  full  service  pharmacy  (55%)  and  professional 
services  like  dentists,  lawyers  and  accountants  (43t) .   Nine  percent 
of  the  respondents  "strongly  opposed"  any  new  entertainment  and  new 
restaurants  were  not  desired  either. 

When  asked  how  much  and  what  type  of  control  local  organizations 
should  have  over  development  in  Roxbury,  the  two  outstanding  responses 
were  guaranteeing  employment  resulting  from  development  for 
neighborhood  residents  and  assuring  affirmative  action  for  minority 
employment.   Respondents  would  like  local  organizations  to  enjoy 
review  of  plans  for  development,  share  revenues  derived  from 
developments  and  enjoy  some  equity  participation  relatively  equally. 


There  is  slightly  less  preference  for  local  joint  venture 
participation  and  the  least  interest  was  expressed  for  local 
organization  participation  as  development  principals. 

Several  questions  were  asked  regarding  perceptions  towards 
gentrif ication.   Seventy-five  percent  (467)  of  the  respondents  were 
"strongly  concerned"  that  economic  development  means  displacement  of 
low-  and  moderately  low-income  Roxbury  residents.   A  fairly  strong 
tendency  is  evident  between  concern  about  the  displacement  effect  of 
future  economic  development  and  the  importance  of  home  ownership  as  an 
element  of  development.   If  displacement  is  prevented,  36A  (63%)  felt 
an  influx  of  higher  income  residents  will  have  a  positive  effect  on 
Roxbury  businesses  and  residents.   This  belief  was  particularly  strong 
among  home  owners.   Those  in  the  lower  income  bracket  were  less 
optimistic  about  such  an  influx.   For  857.  of  the  respondents,  such  an 
influx  would  mean  more  Whites  moving  into  Roxbury  and  372  (81/1  of  the 
opinionated  sample)  favored  more  Whites  in  Roxbury.   Eighty  percent 
(425),  however,  do  not  wish  to  see  a  Roxbury  with  a  majority  of  White 
residents.   In  essence,  limited  gentrif ication  is  invited  but  extreme 
gentrif ication  is  widely  opposed. 

In  February,  1985,  Bell  Associates  Inc.  (BAI)  conducted  a  telephone 
survey  of  Roxbury  residents  regarding  their  attitudes  towards 
development  in  Roxbury.   The  sample  of  6A2  adult  (over  17  years  of 
age)  respondents  was  randomly  selected  using  random  digit  dialing 
techniques  to  call  into  the  three  Roxbury  exchanges  (427,  442  and 
445).   The  questionnaire  contained  35  questions  and  interviews  each 
required  approximately  20  minutes  to  administer.   At  the  95"!  level  of 
confidence,  results  of  the  survey  are  estimated  to  be  accurate 


representations  of  the  overall  corresponding  Roxbury  population  within 
■»-/-3*.   The  survey  sought  four  major  categories  of  information: 

•  profile  of  respondents; 

•  perceptions  about  the  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury; 

•  perceptions  about  institutions  and  planning  in  Roxbury;  and 

•  attitudes  towards  development  in  Roxbury. 

The  average  age  of  the  respondents  was  38  years  and  women  outnumbered 
men  by  nearly  three  to  two  (348  or  61*^  to  225  or  29%)  .      An 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  respondents  (420  or  75*^)  were  Black,  9'i 
were  White  and  61   were  Hispanic.   The  balance  consisted  of  Native 
American  and  Cape  Verdean  (3Z  each) ,  Haitian  (1%)  and  unspecified 
others.   About  half  of  the  sample  (531)  have  lived  in  Roxbury  for  15 
years  or  more,  while  150  (291)  have  lived  the  last  25  years  or  more  in 
Roxbury.   Half  of  the  respondents  (252  or  50>1)  earned  less  than 
$12,000  in  1984.   Thirty-seven  percent  earned  $12,000  to  $24,999  and 
13Z  earned  $25,000  or  more. 


1 . 0  Survey  Methodology 

Bell  Associates  Inc.  (BAl)  of  Cambridge,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority,  developed  a  35-question  research 
instrument  in  order  to  conduct  a  survey  of  attitudes  towards 
development  in  Roxbury.   The  target  area  was  the  Roxbury  limits  as 
defined  by  the  telephone  exchanges  A27,  4A2  and  445.   There  was, 
however,  a  slight  degree  of  overlap  with  Dorchester  on  one  side  and 
the  South  End  on  the  other  since  the  U.S.  Post  Office  defines  Roxbury 
limits  differently  from  the  telephone  company. 

Telephone  numbers  were  randomly  generated  by  computer.   For  each 
exchange,  there  were  theoretically  10,000  possible  sequences,  each  of 
which  had  the  same  probability  of  being  randomly  selected.   The  three 
exchanges  received  a  number  (1-3),  so  that  every  telephone  combination 
had  a  randomly  drawn  exchange  and  a  randomly  drawn  4-digit  number.   In 
those  homes  where  an  adult  (aged  18  and  over)  was  available,  an 
interviewer  from. BAl  conducted  the  interview.   This  process  produced  a 
randomly  selected  sample  of  Roxbury's  population  of  telephone 
subscribers . 

Data  collection  took  place  during  the  week  of  Saturday,  February  16th 
through  Wednesday,  February  20th,  1985.   Hours  included  Saturday  and 
weekdays  10  a.m. -9  p.m.  and  Sunday  11  a.m.  to  9  p.m.,  the  average 
interview  requiring  approximately  20  minutes  to  administer.   All 
interviews  were  conducted  from  BAl  headquarters  in  Cambridge, 
."Massachusetts.   A  copy  of  the  questionnaire  may  be  found  m  Appendix 
C.   The  number  of  interviews  conducted  on  each  day  appears  on  the 
following  page. 


Day,  Date  Total 

Saturday,  February  16  126 

Sunday,  February  17  1A9 

Monday,  February  18  146 

Tuesday,  February  19  122 

Wednesday,  February  20  99 

Frequency  statistics  were  obtained  for  every  variable  and 

crosstabulatior  analyses  were  performed  on  selected  categorical 

variables  to  provide  a  more  specific  analysis  of  attitudes  towards 

development  and  to  test  for  statistical  independence  between 

variables.   Analyses  were  repeated  for  various  subsets  of  days  with 

consistent  and  reliable  results.   All  analyses  were  performed  using 

SPSS  (Statistical  Package  for  the  Social  Sciences)  and  graphs  were 

generated  using  SASGRAPH  (Statistical  Analysis  System  Graphics 

Package) . 

Ninety-five  percent  (95'i)  confidence  intervals  reveal  that  all 

estimates  of  population  parameters  with  sample  proportions  are 

accurate  to  within  •♦•-  31.    The  951  confidence  interval  formula  used 
is  as  follows : 


P-[l-96(V¥^)(V^)] 


where  p  "  number  falling  into  a  particular  category  of  a  variable 
sample  size  for  the  variable 

1.96  =  value  of  the  normal  distribution  corresponding  to 
95-  confidence  limits,  that  is,  P  ( !Z!  >•=!  .96)  =  .  95 
n  =  sample  size 
N  *  population  size  of  Roxbury  (defined  by  the  U.S.  Census) 


2. 0  Findings 

Findings  of  this  survey  are  presented  below  under  four  general 
headings.   A  profile  of  the  respondents  is  provided  in  Section  2.1. 
In  Section  2.2,  the  perceptions  of  respondents  regarding  the  quality 
of  life  in  Roxbury  are  discussed.   Perceptions  of  institutions  and 
planning  in  Roxbury  and  attitudes  towards  development  in  Roxbury  are 
aetailed  in  Sections  2.3  and  2. A,  respectively. 

2. 1  Respondent  Profile 

Each  respondent  was  asked  several  questions  regarding  their  age,  sex, 
ethnic  background,  income,  length  of  residence  in  Roxbury,  and  home 
ownership  status.   This  section  summarizes  the  responses  to  these 
questions . 

2.1.1  Demographics 

One-quarter  (133)  of  the  respondents  surveyed  were  between  the  ages  of 
18  to  2U   years  old.   Twenty-nine  percent  (162)  were  25  to  3A  years 
old.   Thirty-five  to  forty-four  year-olds  represented  l?'-:  (95)  of  the 
sample,  A5  to  5A  year-olds,  lO'L    (55),  and  55  to  6A  year-olds  11*:  (62). 
The  elderly  representation  in  the  sample  (65  years  and  older)  was  10~ 
(56).   Women  in  the  sample  outnumbered  men  by  almost  3  to  2  (3A8  or 
61-  vs.  225  or  39'i)  .   (See  Table  1) 


category  label 

18-2A 
25-3A 
35-4A 
A5-5A 
55-6A 
65  * 
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Four  hunderd  twenty  (75'Z)  of  the  respondents  who  answered  Question  D3 
about  ethnic/racial  background  categorized  themselves  as  Black. 
Fifty-one  (9^)  of  the  respondents  were  White  while  31  (62)  were 
Hispanic  (see  Table  2). 

Table  2 
Racial/Ethnic  Background  of  Respondents 

Black  75*Z 

White  91 

Hispanic  6% 

Native  American  32 

Cape  Verdean  21 

Haitian  12 

As  i  an  * 

Other  A2 

Though  only  Roxbury  telephone  exchanges  were  called  (427,  4A2,  AA5)  , 
52  or  92  of  the  respondents  claimed  to  live  outside  Roxbury.   For  the 


Less  than  12. 

Note:   Does  not  total  1002  due  to  rounding. 


most  part,  these  52  live  in  areas  bordering  on  Roxbury  in  Dorchester 
and  the  South  End. 

Of  those  respondents  living  in  Roxbury,  over  half  (271  or  53.)  are 
long-tenn  neighborhood  residents,  having  lived  there  for  15  years  or 
more.   Twenty— nine  percent  (150)  have  lived  in  Roxbury  for  25  years  or 
more.   Approximately  one-quarter  of  the  respondents  (126  or  25*)  are 
relatively  new  residents  of  the  neighborhood,  having  moved  to  Roxbury 
in  the  last  five  years.   The  average  length  of  residence  in  Roxbury 
was  18  years  (see  Table  3) . 

Table  3 
Duration  of  Residence  in  Roxbury 

relative   adjusted     cum 
absolute     freq      freq      freq 
category  label  code     freq       (pet)      (pet)     (pet) 
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median  15.087 
range  85.000 
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More  than  one  quarter  (163  or  26'X)  of  the  respondents  answering 
Question  A6  and  A6a  about  home  ownership  indicated  that  they  own  their 
own  homes.   Of  the  463  (74%)  respondents  who  are  currently  renting 
their  homes,  309  (67'^)  expect  to  own  a  home  in  the  future.   Home 
owners  in  Roxbury  tend  to  be  old  (45  years  old  and  up)  and  to  have  a 
higher  income,  particularly  $25,000  and  more  (see  Charts  1  and  2). 


Chart  1 
Crosstabulation  of  Age  by  Home  ownership 
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Chart  2 
Cross  tabulation  of  Income  by  Home  ownership 
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There  is  a  positive  relationship  between  home  ownership  status  and 
length  of  residence  in  Roxbury.   The  longer  a  resident  lives  in 
Roxbury,  the  more  likely  he  is    to  be  a  home  owner  (see  Chart  3) . 


Chart  3 
Crosstabulation  of  LenRth  of  Residence  bv  Home  ownership 
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Residents  who  are  now  renting  but  who  expect  to  buy  a  home  in  the 
future  tend  to  be  younger  (18  to  44  years  old) ,  working,  and  earning 
$12,000  and  more  per  year  (see  Charts  4,  5,  and  6). 
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Chart  5 
Cros s tabulat i on  of  Eapioyment  by  Expectation  to  Own  Koae 
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Chart  6 
Cross tabulat i on  of  Income  by  Expectation  to  Own  Home 
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Half  of  the  respondents  reporting  their  income  (252  or  50!!)  made  less 

than  S12.000  in  198A.   Thirty-seven  percent  (185)  made  between 

S12,000-2A,999  last  year  while  thirteen  percent  (or  63  of  5A8)  had 
individual  incomes  of  325,000  or  more. 

2.1.2  £apl ovment 

When  asked  about  employment  status,  36A  (57-)  of  the  respondents 
indicated  that  they  were  currently  working.   Of  these,  106  (29!.^  were 
worxmg  m  Roxbury  while  25A  (71'.:)  travelled  outside  their 
neighborhood  to  work.   Of  those  working  in  Roxbury,  almost  half  (A5  or 
AA-)  have  been  working  in  the  neighborhood  for  five  years  or  less. 
Twenty-two  percent  (23)  have  worked  in  Roxbury  between  six  and  ten 
years,  and  35  (3A'Z)  have  been  working  in  the  neighborhood  for  over  ten 
years  (see  Table  A) . 

Table  A 
Duration  of  Employment 

vl22      years  worked  in  Roxbury 

relative  adjusted     cum 

absolute     freq  freq      freq 

category  label              code    freq      (pet)  (pet) 
(pet) 
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13-20 

>  20 

n.a.,not  employed 

missing 

total     6A2      10.0     100.0 

median  7. 100 
range  AO.OOO 
maximum      A  1.000 

White  RoxDury  residents  tend  to  be  employed  more  t.iar.  qo  Blacks  and 
Hispanics.   Those  Whites  who  are  employed  tend  t'o  find  jobs  in  Roxbury 
more  frequently  than  do  Blacks  and  Hispamcs  (see  Charts  7  and  8). 
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Chart  8 
Crosstabulation  of  Ethnicity  by  Employment  in  Roxbury 
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Those  residents  working  in  Roxbury  (all  ethnic  categories)  are  more 
likely  to  have  lower  paying  jobs  (incomes  less  than  512,000)  or  higher 
paying  jobs  (incomes  S25 , 000  or  more).   The  mid-level  jobs,  paying 
S12,000-S2A,999,  are  more  likely  to  be  found  outside  the  neighborhood 
(see  Chart  9) . 

Chart  9 
Crosstabulation  of  Employment  in  Roxbury  by  Income 
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2.1.3  Sources  of  Information  about  Roxbury 

When  asked  where  they  receive  most  of  their  information  about  Roxbury 
(Question  D7) ,  the  highest  single  response  was  "Word  of  mouth"  (141  or 
26%).  For  another  82  (or  15'/1)  of  the  respondents,  television  provided 
them  with  the  most  information  about  their  neighborhood.  The  Bos  ton 
Globe  ranked  next  with  69  (or  13t.)  of  the  respondents.  Eleven  percent 
(58)  of  the  respondents  indicated  personal  experience  as  their  primary 
source  of  information,  followed  by  the  Boston  Herald  and  the  Bay  State 
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Banner  with  5^  lor  10»)  and  A9  (or  9~) ,  respectively. 

Those  respondents  who  gain  most  of  their  neighborhood  infonnation  from 
the  Bay  State  Banner  tend  to  feel  more  optimistic  about  Roxbury's 
future.   Virtually  all  of  them  felt  that  the  quality  of  life  will 
improve  to  some  degree  over  the  next  ten  years.   Those  respondents  who 
rely  on  word  of  mouth  for  neighborhood  news  are  not  as  optimistic. 
They  tend  to  feel  that  the  quality  of  life  will  not  improve  over  the 
next  ten  years  (see  Cross tabulat i on  vl24  by  v38  in  Appendix  B) . 

Women  tend  to  read  the  Boston  Globe  and  the  Boston  Herald  for 
information  about  Roxbury  while  men  tend  to  read  the  Bay  State  Banner. 
While  more  women  rely  on  television  for  neighborhood  news,  men  are 
more  likely  than  women  to  receive  information  by  word  of  mouth  (see 
Chart  10) . 
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2.2  Perceptions  of  the  Quality  of  Life  in  Roxburv 

2.2.1  General  Perceptions 

Each  respondent  was  asked  two  general  perception  questions.  Question 
Bl  asked,  "In  your  opinion,  is  the  general  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury 
better/the  same  or  worse  than  it  was  five  years  ago?" 

Better  than  half  of  the  sample  replied  that  the  quality  of  life  in 
Roxbury  is  worse  than  it  was  five  years  ago.   Of  568  responses  to  this 
question,  328  (58'<1)  said  the  situation  was  worse,  122  (221)  said  the 
quality  of  life  was  better,  and  118  (211)    said  the  quality  was  the 
same  as  it  was  five  years  ago.   Respondents  in  the  middle  income  group 
(S12,000-2A,999)  tended  to  claim  that  the  quality  of  life  is  better 
now,  while  those  earning  less  than  512,000  tended  to  believe  that  it 
is  worse  now  (see  Chart  11) . 

Chart  11 
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Question  B2  asked,  "Do  you  feel  the  Quality  of  life  in  Roxbury  will 
improve  great Iv/somewhat/  not  at  all  over  the  next  ten  years?"   Over 
90»  of  the  sample  was  optimistic  that  the  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury 
will  be  at  least  somewhat  improved  over  the  next  ten  years.   Of  the 
55A  valid  responses,  278  (501)  said  the  quality  of  life  would  be 
greatly  improved,  227  (Alii)  said  it  would  be  somewhat  improved,  and 
only  A9    (9-)  felt  that  the  situation  would  not  improve  at  all. 
Additionally,  home  owners  and  respondents  earning  $25,000  or  more  were 
more  enthusiastic  about  the  future  of  Roxbury  while  the  lower  and 
middle  income  groups  show  a  slight  tendency  to  anticipate  little  or  no 
improvement  (see  Charts  12  and  13) . 


Chart  12 
Crosstabulation  of  Quality  of  Life  Next  10  Years  by  Income 
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Chart  13 
Crosstabulat ion  of  Home  Ownership  by  Quality  of  Life  Next  10  Years 
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On  the  other  hand,  the  more  that  respondents  thought  the  quality  of 
life  had  gotten  worse  during  the  last  five  years,  the  less  optimistic 
they  were  that  things  would  get  better  in  Roxbury  in  the  next  ten 
years.   A  positive  relationship  can  be  observed  between  respondents' 
feelings  about  the  quality  of  life  and  their  perceptions  of 
neighborhood  conditions  such  as  shopping  facilities,  clean  streets  and 
sidewalks  and  the  condition  of  stores. 

2.2.2  Neighborhood  Conditions 

In  this  section,  each  respondent  was  asked  to  rate  a  series  of 
neighborhood  conditions  in  Roxbury.   Results  overwhelmingly  indicate 
that  Roxbury  residents  perceive  existing  conditions  as  very  poor. 

While  no  condi  ti  on  (s )  received  a  majority  of  high  ratings,  203  (3A'^) 
of  the  respondents  ratec  access  tc  other  shopping  areas  as  good  to 
very  good,  and  only  I'L    (39)  of  them  said  very  good.   Only  175  (31») 
indicated  that  the  condition  of  private-  homes  and  property  was  good  to 


19 


very  good,  and  only  4!1  rated  them  very  good.   Educational 
opportunities  were  rated  good  to  very  good  by  lAA  (25**1)  of  the 
respondents  while  only  6%  (33)  rated  them  very  good.   Parks, 
playgrounds,  and  recreation  were  rated  as  good  to  very  good  by  15» 
(76)  of  the  sample,  only  21    (lA)  of  which  rated  this  condition  as  very 
good.   These  conditions  were  the  only  ones  with  greater  than  151  of 
the  respondents  rating  them  good  to  very  good. 

All  conditions,  however,  received  a  majority  of  respondent  ratings  of 
bad  to  very  bad.   The  most  extreme  conditions  in  the  bad-very  bad 
category  was  crime.   Of  592  valid  responses,  530  (90*;!)  indicated  crime 
conditions  were  bad  to  very  bad,  607.  (353)  of  which  rated  this 
condition  as  very  bad.   There  was  also  an  overwhelming  majority  who 
rated  job  opportunities  as  bad  to  very  bad.   Of  560  valid  cases,  A53 
(81>1)  rated  this  condition  was  bad  to  very  bad,  38-  (210)  of  which 
said  it  was  very  bad.   Of  600  valid  cases,  467  (78*/l)  reported 
cleanliness  of  streets  and  sidewalks  as  bad  to  very  bad,  38*<1  (326)  of 
which  indicated  very  bad  conditions.   Of  572  valid  responses,  398 
(70Z)  of  the  respondents  reported  that  the  quality  and  availability  of 
restaurants  was  bad  to  very  bad,  32t  (18A)  of  whom  said  very  bad. 
Also,  68«  (385)  of  567  valid  responses  claimed  that  the  availability 
of  culture/entertainment  was  bad  to  very  bad. 

A  complete  matrix  of  responses  and  a  weighted  rating  of  the  conditions 
which  considers  all  ratings  and  computes  an  overall  score  based  upon  a 
total  possible  score  of  100  appears  on  the  following  pages. 
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2.2.3  Public  Services 

Each  respondent  was  asked  to  rate  the  quality  of  a  list  of  public 
services  in  Roxbury.   Although  Roxbury  conditions  and  public  services 
were  not,  on  average,  perceived  favorably,  there  were  several  services 
that  were  regarded  as  good  to  very  good  by  a  majority  of  the  sanple. 
Among  those  listed,  fire  protection  was  rated  most  favorably  at  the 
high  end.   Of  568  valid  cases,  338  (60'-i)  reported  this  service  as  good 
to  very  good,  99  (17^)  rated  fire  protection  as  very  good.   Garbage 
collection  was  also  rated  favorably  with  320  (55^)  reporting  good  to 
very  good  service.   Home  owners  were  much  more  pleased  about  the 
quality  of  garbage  collection  than  renters  were  (see  Chart  lA) . 

Chart  lA 

Crosstabulation  of  Home  Ownership 

by  Garbage  Collection  Service 
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Of  562  valid  cases,  275  fA9'l)  residents  reported  health  care  services 
as  good  to  very  good  and  7A  (13~)  reported  very  good  health  services. 
Also,  public  transportation  was  perceived  favorably.   Of  the  573  valid 
cases,  236  (Al")  claimed  it  was  good  to  very  good,  62  (11!;)  claiming 


very  good  service.   Home  owners  were  slightly  less  favorable  than 
renters  regarding  public  transportation  (see  Crosstabulat ion  v2A  by 
v8A  in  Appendix  B) . 

There  were,  however,  several  services  which  were  perceived  as  poor  by 
the  Roxbury  sample.   For  example,  street  cleajiing  was  regarded  quite 
unfavorably.   Of  578  valid  responses,  3A2  (59»)  claimed  this -service 
was  bad  to  very  bad,  150  (26.)  of  the  sample  claiming  it  was  very  bad. 
Also,  331  (617.)  reported  bad  to  very  bad  public  housing.   One  hundred 
thirty-three  (25«)  of  the  sample  claimed  public  housing  was  very  bad. 
Job  training  programs  were  regarded  unfavorably  by  232  (A5i)  who 
claimed  it  was  bad  to  very  bad,  and  snow  removal  was  regarded  by  263 
(A5!i)  of  the  respondents  as  bad  to  very  bad  (121  or  2r>i  reporting  this 
service  as  very  bad).   Parks  and  playgrounds  were  reported  as  bad  to 
very  bad  by  278  (A9I)  although  home  owners  were  somewhat  more 
favorable  than  renters  (see  Chart  15) . 
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In  addition,  parking  and  traffic  control  was  perceived  unfavorably  by 

251  (^A»)  who  reported  the  service  as  bad  to  very  bad.   A  complete 

matrix  of  perceptions  of  public  services  and  a  weighted  rating  appear 
on  the  following  pages. 

Older  respondents  viewed  the  elderly  programs  in  Roxbury  more 
favorably  (see  Chart  16) . 

Chart  16 
Crosstabulation  of  Age  by  Elderly  Programs 
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weighted  rating  of  public  services 
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Because  women  generally  outlive  men,  the  overall  population  contains 
more  older  females.   The  sample  showed  that  females  looked  more 
favorably  on  the  elderly  programs  in  Roxbury  (see  Chart  17) . 


Chart  17 
Crosstabulation  of  Elderly  Programs  by  Sex 
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All  respondents,  excluding  the  senior  citizens,  however,  (65  years  of 

age  and  older;,  felt  that  police  protection  was  unsatisfactory  (.see 
Chart  18,). 
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Chart  18 
Crosstabulat ion  of  Age  bv  Police  Protection 
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2. 2. A  Education  and  Training 

Of  the  6A2  surveyed  responding  to  Question  BIO,  "Do  you  feel  that 
puDJic  and  private  eoucation  anc  training  in  Roxburv  is  adequate  and 
tapable  of  providing  local  residents  with  job  skills  for  the  future?' 
227  (AO*:)  felt  that  it  was  not  adequate,  while  another  122  (22!:) 
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thought  that  it  was  somewhat  adequate.   Of  the  remaining  respondents, 
146  {IS'D    felt  that  it  was  adequate  and  71  (13!:)  stated  that  it  was 
very  adequate.   Ironically,  employed  respondents  tend  to  be  slightly 
more  critical  regarding  the  adequacy  of  education  and  training 
programs  than  respondents  that  are  unemployed  (see  Chart  19) . 

Chart  19 
Crosstabulation  of  Employment  by  Education/Training 
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In  addition,  as  the  perception  of  schools  (public  schools  and 
community  colleges/job  training  programs)  got  worse,  the  perception  of 
educational  opportunities  worsened  as  well. 
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2.2.5  Effect  of  Race  Relations 

In  response  to  Question  B9 ,  "Do  you  feel  that  race  relations  and 
discrimination  have  a  great /average/or  insignificant  effect  upon  life 
m  Roxburv".  272  respondents  (A9'il)  felt  that  race  relations  and 
discrimination  do  have  a  great  effect  upon  life  in  Roxbury.   Another 
158  (28*-!)  felt  that  relations  and  discrimination  have  an  average 
effect,  while  129  (23«)  perceive  an  insignificant  effect.   Respondents 
who  feel  that  race  relations  and  discrimination  have  a  great  effect 
upon  life  m  Roxbury  display  a  tendency  to  believe  that  racial 
conflict  is  very  serious  (see  Chart  20). 

Chart  20 


Crosstabulat ion  of  Racial  Conflict  bv  Traffic  Accidents 
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2.2.6  Crime 

When  asked  to  rate  the  seriousness  of  various  types  of  crime  in  their 
neighborhood,  respondents  overwhelmingly  rated  drugs  and  narcotics  as 
the  most  serious  type  of  crime  in  Roxbury.   Five  hundred  thirty— eight 
(93>1)  of  the  respondents  perceived  drug  crimes  as  being  at  a  very 
serious  level  in  Roxbury.   Somewhat  lower  on  the  scale  but  certainly 
serious  are  burglary,  muggings/purse  snatchings,  auto  theft  and 
vandalism.   Over  90~  of  the  respondents  perceive  each  of  these  crimes 
as  being  serious  in  their  neighborhood.   Over  one-third  of  the 
respondents  perceive  racial  conflict,  traffic  accidents,  White  collar 
crime  and  mailbox  theft  as  not  serious  at  all  in  the  Roxbury 
neighborhood.   Finally,  over  one-quarter  (137  or  26%)  of  the 
respondents  felt  that  youth  gangs  do  not  present  a  serious  threat  in 
their  neighborhood.   Table  5  ranks  the  15  types  of  crimes  asked  about 
in  the  survey  according  to  perceived  level  of  seriousness  and  a 
weighted  rating  of  the  severity  of  each  type  of  crime  appears  on  the 
following  page. 

Table  5 
Severity  of  Types  of  Crime 

::       1  'L 

Very     Somewhat     Not 
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.93 
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.36 

.32 

.33 
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.37 

.30 

White  Collar  Crime 

.30 

.34 
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.28 
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Racial  Conflict 

.28 

.36 

.37 
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Of  those  expressing  an  opinion,  two-thirds  (375)  of  the  respondents 
perceive  that  crime  has  been  on  the  upswing  over  the  past  five  years. 
With  almost  half  (260  or  46%)  feeling  that  the  incidence  of  crime  has 
increased  greatly.   Fifteen  percent  (8A)  feel  that  crime  as  a  whole 
has  decreased  in  the  Roxbury  neighborhood  while  108  (191)  see  no 
change  in  the  incidence  of  crime  over  the  past  five  years. 

In  response  to  Questions  B6-B8  about  personal  experience  and 
victimization  of  crime  in  Roxbury,  one-fourth  (13A  or  23»)  of  the 
respondents  have  themselves  been  victims  of  violent  crime.   Although 
home  owners  have  a  tendency  to  be  victims  of  property  crime  more  than 
renters  and  to  believe  crime  has  increased  greatly  over  the  last  five 
years,  they  tend  to  be  less  severe  in  their  rating  of  the  overall 
severity  of  crime  (Question  B3)  than  renters  (see  Chart  21) . 


v2A 


Chart  21 
Crosstabulation  of  Home  Ownership  by  Crime 
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Twice  as  many  (264  or  A5'0  have  experienced  a  crime  against  their 
property.   For  one-third  of  the  respondents  (202  or  34!:),  violent 
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crime  has  touched  a  member  of  their  immediate  family.   Renters  do  have 
a  slight  tendency  to  be  victims  of  violent  crimes  more  than  home 
owners  (see  Chart  22) . 


Chart  22 


Cross tabulati on  of  Home  Ownership  bv  Crime  Against  Property 
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There  is  a  strong  tendency  for  A5  to  5A  year-olds  and  a  slighter 
tendency  for  35  to  AA  year-olds  to  be  victims  of  violent  crimes  in 
Roxbury  (see  Crosstabulation  v70  by  vll6  in  Appendix  B) . 

Victims  of  violent  crimes  are  also  more  likely  to  be  White,  less 
likely  to  be  Black  or  Hispanic  (see  Crosstabulation  v70  by  vll7  in 
Appendix  B) .   Lower  income  residents  of  Roxbury  are  more  likely  to  be 
victimized  than  higher  income  residents  (see  Crosstabulation  v70  by 
vl23). 


Victims  of  Violent  crime  are  more  likely  to  have  experienced  a  crime 
against  their  property  as  well.   Family  members  of  victims  are  also 
more  likely  to  experience  violent  crime  (see  Charts  23  and  2A) . 
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Chart  23 
Cross  tabulation  of  Crimes  Against  Resident  and  Property 
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Chart  24 

Crosstabulation  of  Crimes  Against  Resident  and  Family 
v70       violent  crime-you    by  v72   violent  crime-family 
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These  respondents  who  have  experienced  a  crime  against  their  property 
tend  to  have  a  higher  income  ($12,000  or  more)  (see  Crosstabulation 
v7]  oy  vl23  in  Appendix  BJ  and  to  be  m  the  23-»*4  year  age  group. 
Both  younger  (18-24  yearsj  and  older  (45  years  and  older)  respondents 
are  less  likely  to  have  experienced  property  crime  (see 
Crosstabulation  v71  by  vll6).   Proportionately  fewer  Kispamcs  and 


slightly  more  Whites  than  other  ethnic  groups  in  Roxbury  are  victims 
of  property  crime  (see  Chart  25) . 


Chart  25 
Crosstabulation  of  Ethnicity  bv  Crime  Against  Property 
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The  personal  experiences  of  victims  of  crime  seem  to  have  an  effect  in 
their  perceptions  of  the  change  in  crime  over  the  past  five  years. 
Residents  who  have  experienced  crime  personally  within  their  family  or 
against  their  property,  tend  to  believe  that  crime  has  increased 
greatly  in  Roxbury  over  the  last  five  years  (see  Crosstabulations  v69 
by  v70,  v69  by  v72,  v69  by  v71  in  Appendix  B) . 

While  35  to  5A  year-old  residents  tend  to  perceive  that  crime  has 
increased  greatly,  25  to  3A  year-olds  tend  to  feel  crime  has  stayed 
about  the  same  over  the  last  five  years  (see  Chart  26) . 


Chart  26 
Crosstabulation  of  Age  by  Crime  in  Past  Five  Years 
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Blacks  are  more  likely  to  feel  that  crime  has  increased  than  Whites  or 
Hispanics  (see  Chart  27). 
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Resioents  of  Roxbury  who  also  work  in  Roxbury  tend  to  believe  that 
crime  has  decreased  somewhat  over  the  last  five  years  (see 
Crosstabulation  v69  by  vl21  in  Appendix  B) . 

2.3  Perceptions  of  Institutions  and  Planning  in  Roxbury 

In  this  section,  the  respondent  was  asked  to  rate  the  efforts  of 
government  institutions,  programs  and  the  residents  themselves  to 
improve  the  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury.   More  recent  efforts  of 
Roxbury  community  leaders  and  residents  being  interviewed,  and  past 
efforts  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Program  in  the  South  End  and  Roxbury  were 
viewed  most  favorably  by  our  sample.   Of  532  valid  cases,  219  (Al!l)  of 
the  sample  rated  the  efforts  of  Roxbury  community  leaders  as  good  to 
very  good.   Past  efforts  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Program  were  also 
regarded  as  good  to  very  good  by  U0%    (195) ,  and  efforts  of  the 
residents  themselves  were  regarded  as  good  to  very  good  by  237  (A2») 
of  the  sample.   Home  owners  rated  efforts  of  Roxbury  residents 
slightly  higher  than  did  renters  (see  Crosstabulation  v2A  by  vlOO  in 
Appendix  B) . 

Efforts  of  the  federal  government,  state  government,  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority,  and  past  efforts  of  the  City  regarding  public 
housing  were  viewed  unfavorably.   Of  5A3  valid  responses,  263  (A8*) 
reported  the  efforts  of  the  federal  government  as  bad  to  very  bad. 
Home  owners  were  very  unfavorable  towards  the  federal  government  when 
compared  to  renters  (see  Chart  28) . 
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Chart  28 
Cross tabulati on  of  Home  Ownership  by  Effort-Federal  Govt. 
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Thirty-five  percent  (188)  of  the  respondents  reported  efforts  of  state 
government  as  bad  to  very  bad.   Roxbury  residents'  perceptions  of  BRA 
efforts  were  viewed  unfavorably.   Forty  percent  (199  of  A9A)  rated  BRA 
efforts  as  bad  to  very  bad.   Also,  268  (50'X)  of  the  sample  regarded 
past  efforts  of  the  City  regarding  public  housing  to  improve  the 
quality  of  life  in  Roxbury  as  bad  to  very  bad,  and  82  (16il)  of  the 
sample  rated  the  City's  public  housing  efforts  as  very  bad.   It  is 
clear  that  the  sample  perceived  the  City's  efforts  as  the  poorest  and 
Roxbury  community  leaders,  the  respondents  themselves,  along  with  past 
efforts  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Program  most  favorably  with  regard  to 
their  efforts  to  improve  the  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury. 

A  complete  matrix  of  responses  and  a  weighted  rating  of  efforts  of 
various  sectors  appear  on  the  following  pages. 

Question  C3  asked  respondents  to  select  (from  a  list  read  by  the 
interviewer)  the  three  sectors  that  would  be  mainly  responsible  for 
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what  will  happen  in  the  Roxbury  community  during  the  next  five  years. 

City  government  received  a  positive  vote  from  316  (57-)  of  the 
respondents,  the  greatest  percentage  of  all  choices.   Federal/state 
agencies  and  neighborhood  leaders  tied  for  the  second  ranking  with  a 
*«0-  positive  vote  each  and  220  and  221  yes  votes,  respectively.   When 
compared  to  home  owners,  renters  tended  to  feel  that  federal  and  state 
agencies  will  play  a  greater  role  (see  Crosstabuiation  v2i  by  vl06  in 
Appendix  B)  .   Roxbury  residents  were  considered  by  37'Z  of  the 
respondents  in  general  and  the  BRA  by  29«.   A  complete  matrix  of 
responses  to  this  question  appears  below. 


Matrix  of  Sectors  Perceived  as 
TaXinc  nesoonsibil i tv  for  Roxburv  Develooment 


No 


City  government 
Federal/State  Govt. 
Neighborhood  leaders 
Roxbury  residents 
BRA 

Community  groups 
Outside  businesses 
Neighborhood  businesses 
Social  service  agencies 
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2. 4  Attitudes  Towards  Develooment  in  Roxbury 

2.4.1  Tvoes  of  Develooment  Preferred 

Respondents  were  asked  (Question  Al)  to  imagine  themselves  in  the  role 
of  developer  and  to  rate  eight  development  possibilities  for  Roxbury 
according  to  importance.   The  rating  options  were  most  important,  very 

important,  important,  slightly  important  and  not  important  at  all. 
When  ''most  important"  and  "important"  were  collapsed  for  the  purpose 
of  analvsis,  three  oevelopment  options  were  distinctly  noted.   They 
were:   jobs,  considered  very  or  most  important  by  90-  of  the 
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respondents,  affordable  rental  housing  similarly  noted  by  ll'L    and 
public  services  (7A!1)  . 

Ten  percent  (61)  of  the  respondents  felt  that  office  oevelopment  and 
manufacturing  are  not  important  at  all.   Also,  five  percent  felt 
retail  shops  and  parks  and  open  space  have  no  importance.   A  complete 
table  of  the  options  available  ir  this  question  and  the  percentage  of 
rssponoents  who  indicated  "very  important",  "most  important"  or  "not 
important  at  all"  is  provided  below.   A  weighted  rating  appears  on  the 
following  page. 

Table  6 
Elements  of  Development 

Percentage 

Indicating 
Very  Important,  Percentage 

Host  Important,  Indicating 

Elements  of  Development      and  Important      Not  Important  at  All 

Jobs  .99  .01 

Affordable  rental  housing  .98  .02 

Public  services  .97  .01 

Home  ownership  .89  .OA 

Parks/open  space  .84  .05 

Retail  shops  .80  .05 

.Manufacturing  .75  ,10 

Office  development  .69  .10 

Afforaable  rental  housing  was  seen  as  very  important  by  home  owners 
and  renters  and  by  those  expecting  to  own  and  not  expecting  to  own 
alike  (see  Charts  29  and  30). 
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weighted  rating  of  elements  of  development 
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Chart  29 
Crosstabulat ion  of  Rental  Housing  bv  Home  Ownership 
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Chart  30  . 
Crosstabulation  of  Rental  HousinR  by  Expectation  to  Own  Home 


vl   affordable  rental  housing   by  v25 
v25 


expect  to  own  home 


count 

row  pet  1 

col  pet  i 

tot  pet  i 


vl 


1. 
most  important 


very  important 


important 


slightly 
important 


A. 


not  important 
at  all 


column 
total 


I  yes 

no 

L           l.i 

2.i 

— . _i 

I    97   i 

5A   i 

I   6A.2   1 

35.8   i 

I   31.5   1 

36.2   1 

I   21.2  i 

11.8   i 

i        1A3  1 

61   i 

i      70.1   : 

29.9   i 

i   46 . A   3 

40.9   i 

i   31.3  : 

13.3   i 

1    56   J 

28   i 

i   66 . 7   J 

33.3   i 

i   18.2   J 

18.8   i 

i   12.3  : 

6.1   i 

i      9   : 

L       4   i 

i   69.2 

L   30.8   i 

i    2.9 

I    2.7   i 

i    2.0 

L   0.9   1 

i     3 

L      2   : 

i   60.0 

L   40.0   a 

i    1.0 

I    1.3   1 

i    0.7 

I    0.4   1 

308 

67.4 


149 
32.6 


row 

total 


151 
33.0 


204 
44.6 


84 
18.4 


13 
2.8 


5 
1.1 


457 
100.0 


A  fairly  strong  tendency  can  be  observed  between  concern  about  the 

displacement  effect  of  economic  development  and  the  perceived 

importance  of  home  ownership  as  an  element  of  development  (see  Chart 
31). 
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Chart  31 
Crosstabulat ion  of  Home  Ownership  by  Displacement 
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Another  tendency  exists  between  the  perception  of  the  severity  of 
crime  in  Roxbury  and  the  felt  importance  of  public  services  as  ah 
important  component  in  the  development  of  Roxbury  (see  Chart  32) . 
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Chart  32 
Cross ' abulat  i  on  of  Public  Services  bv  Crime 
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With  jobs  as  the  most  important  element  of  development  indicated, 
respondents  favored  jobs  generated  by  manufacturing  almost  equally 
with  those  created  by  office  development.   In  Question  A3  they  were 
asked  "Assuming  that  in  the  Melnea  Cass /Dudley  Souare  area  a  piece  of 
land  is  available  for  development  and  that  office  oevelooment  on  the 
land  would  generate  ten  times  more  i  obs  than  manufacturing,,  for 
example,  which  of  these  twc  o'otions  would  vou  Tirefer  for  the  slle""' 
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More  than  half  (320  or  5A-)  of  the  respondents  with  a  preference  said 
they  prefer  office  development.   Females  were  soTuewhat  more  favorable 
towards  office  development,  while  males  were  slightly  more  favorable 
towaras  manufacturing  (see  Chart  23). 


Chart  33 
Crosstabulat  ion  of  Office/.".fg  bv  Sex 
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Of  those  that  are  employed,  a  preference  is  expressed  for  office 
development.   Unemployed  residents  show  a  slight  preference  for 
manufacturing.   Among  the  45'-i  preferring  manufacturing,  tne  tendency 
was  slightly  greater  among  respondents  with  incomes  of  less  than 
S12,000  (see  Chart  34) . 
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Chart  34 
Crosstabuiation  of  Office/Mfg,  bv  Income 
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Question  a5  asked  respondents  to 

"...rate  your  preference  for  the  following  types  of  retail  or  service 
stores  to  be  located  in  the  near  future  in  the  Dudley  Square  area  - 
most  preferred,  preferred,  neutral,  not  preferred  or  strongly 
opposed. " 

Excluding  the  "Other"  category,  the  most  preferred  type  of  retail  or 
service  establishments  are:   a  supermarket  (61^),  a  full  service 
pharmacy  (55%)  and  professional  services  like  dentists,  lawyers  and 
accountants  (A3<1)  .   New  entertainment  was  strongly  opposed  by  9»  of 
the  respondents.   A  complete  matrix  of  the  responses  to  this  question 
and  a  weighted  rating  appear  on  the  following  pages. 

2. A. 2  Control  of  Development 

Respondents  to  Question  a9 ,  "How  much  neighborhood  control  should 
local  community  organizations  have  over  development  of  Roxbury?"   felt 
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employment  for  neighborhood  residents  (701) ,  assuring  affirmative 
action  for  minority  employment  (66») ,  and  reviewing  the  planning  for 
major  projects  (58*0.   When  "very  much"  and  "much"  are  collapsed  for 
analysis,  guaranteeing  neighborhood  residents  employment  is  most  noted 
(92-).   A  complete  matrix  of  the  responses  to  this  question  and  a 
weighted  rating  appear  on  the  following  pages. 

2. A. 3  Gentr if ieation 

Five  questions  were  asked  relative  to  the  issue  of  displacement  of 
current  residents  and  the  influx  of  higher  income  and  White  residents. 
An  overwhelming  majority,  467  or  75*Z  of  the  respondents  (Question  Al) 
are  strongly  concerned  that  economic  development  will  promote  the 
displacement  of  low-  and  moderately  low  income  Roxbury  resioents.   In 
response  to  Question  a7,  (631)  of  the  respondents  believe  the  influx 
of  higher-income  residents  will  have  a  positive  effect  upon  the 
current  residents  and  businesses  in  the  area,  if  current  residents  and 
businesses  do  not  suffer  displacement.   Those  respondents  who 
anticipate  a  positive  effect  tend  to  own  their  homes  and  believe  race 
relations  and  discrimination  have  a  great  effect  on  the  quality  of 
life  in  Roxbury.   They  also  tend  to  be  within  35-AA  years  of  age  in 
comparison  to  other  age  groups  while  those  18-2A  years  of  age  tend  to 
be  more  negative  in  their  anticipation  of  such  an  influx.   Those  m 
the  lower  income  bracket  (50-11,999)  have  a  strong  tendency  to  believe 
an  influx  of  higher  income  residents  will  have  no  effect  and  a  slight 
tendency  to  anticipate  a  negative  effect.   Such  an  influx  would, 
however,  mean  that  many  more  White  people  would  move  into  Roxbury  in 
the  opinion  of  m79  (85*1)  of  the  respondents  to  Ouestior.  a8  .   Those  who 
believe  the  influx  means  more  Whites  tend  also  to  believe  the  influx 
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will  have  a  positive  effect. 

The  last  two  questions  in  this  series  detennined  the  extent  to  which 
respondents  favored  more  White  residents  in  Roxbury.   Question  A8a. 
"Are  vou  in  favor  of  more  White  residents  m  Roxburv?"   received  a 
"ves"  response  from  372  (81"^  of  those  respondents  who  expressed  an 
0P:.ni3r..   Again,  tncse  who  believe  the  influx  of  hiener  income 
residents  will  have  a  positive  effect  also  tend  to  be  more  favorable 
towards  Whites  moving  in  and  more  optimistic  about  the  future  quality 
of  life  in  Roxburv.   Newer  residents  are  also  more  favorable  towards 
Whites  moving  in  while  hone  owners  show  a  slizht  tendency  to  be  less 
favorable  towards  White  immigration  to  Roxburv  and  towards  a  white 
aaioritv  in  Roxbury  when  compared  to  renters.   Interestingly, 
favorability  towards  Whites  moving  in  is  not  affected  by  one's  ethnic 
background  or  income.   Most  respondents  (A25  or  80'.C)  do  not,  however, 
wish  to  see  a  Roxburv  where  the  majority  of  residents  would  be  White. 
In  essence,  limited  gentrif ication  would  be  tolerated  while 
displacement  and  extreme  gentr if icat ion  would  not.   Cross tabulati ons 
which  illustrate  the  tendencies  described  above  are  provided  on  the 
following  pages  (see  Charts  35-Al) . 
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Chart  35 
Crosstabulation  of  Effect  of  Influx  by  Effect 
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Chart  36 
Crosstabulation  of  Age  by  £f£ect  of  Influx 
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Chart  37 
Cross tabulat ion  of  Effect  of  Influx  by  Income 
v26       influx  effect  by   vl23 
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Chart  39 
Cross tabulati on  of  Effect  of  Influx 
by  Quality  of  Life  in  Next  10  Years 
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Chart  AQ 
Cross  tabulation  of  Length  of  Resiaence  by  Favor  White  Haiority 

vll9    years  lived  m  Roxbury     by   v28   favor  more  Whites 
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Chart  41 
Cross  tabulation  of  Ethnicitv  bv  Favor  White  Majority 
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S1(. 

0.2 

0.2 

79.6 

S19. 

0.2 

0.2 

79.6 

S20. 

0.2 

0.2 

79.  9 

52'. 

0.2 

0.2 

60.  1 

522. 

0.2 

C.2 

•0.2 

523 

0.2 

0.2 

60.  4 

524 

0.2 

0.2 

60.  1 

525. 

0.2 

0.2 

•0.7 

S2S 

0.2 

0.2 

•0.6 

527. 

0.2 

0.2 

61  .0 

S2S. 

0.2 

0.2 

61.2 

529. 

0.2 

0.2 

61.3 

530. 

0.2 

0.2 

61.5 

531. 

0.2 

0.2 

•  1.6 

532. 

0.2 

0.2 

61.6 

533. 

0.2 

0.2 

534. 

0.2 

0.2 

53S 

0.2 

0.2 

S36. 

0.2 

0.2 

537. 

0.2 

0.2 

536. 

0.2 

0.2 

S3S. 

0.2 

0.2 

540. 

0.2 

0.2 

541. 

0.2 

0.2 

S42. 

0.2 

0.2 

543. 

0.2 

0.2 

544. 

0.2 

0.2 

545 

0.2 

0.2 

546. 

0.2 

0.2 

547. 

0.2 

0.2 

S46. 

0.2 

0.2 

549. 

0.2 

0.2 

sso. 

0.2 

0.2 

S51  . 

0.2 

0.2 

S52 

■0.2 

0.2 

553. 

0.2 

0.  2 

S&4 

0.2 

0.2 

S55. 

0.2 

0.2 

556. 

0.2 

0.2 

557. 

0.2 

0.2 

6S  7 

5S«. 

0.: 

0.2 

65.6 

76 


5sg. 
sto. 

SSI  . 
5S2. 

563 

sn. 

iH. 
SS7 
SO. 

sas. 

570. 
ST1  . 
572. 
573. 
57*. 
S7S. 
578. 
577 
571 
S79. 
SIO. 

s«z. 

St3. 
S«'. 
SIS. 
S*t. 

S«7. 


0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

C.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 


0.2 

*(.0 

0.2 

It.  1 

0.2 

•(.3 

0.2 

K.J 

0.2 

tc.s 

0.2 

•  6.1 

0.2 

•6.9 

0.2 

•7.1 

0.2 

•7.2 

0.2 

»7..« 

0.2 

•7.S 

0.2 

•7.7 

0.2     . 

•  7.9 

0.2 

••.0 

0.2 

••.2 

0.2 

••.3 

0.2 

•t.! 

0.2 

••.6 

0.2 

«•.* 

0.2 

•«.* 

0.2 

IS.  1 

0.2 

•  9.3 

0.2 

•  9.4 

0.2 

•  9.6 

0.2 

•  9.7 

0.2 

•  9.9 

0.2 

90.0 

0.2 

■to.  2 

0.2 

•0.3 

0.2 

•0.5 

0.2 

•0.7 

SM.                     1 

0.2 

0.2 

•0.1 

sai.             1 

0.2 

0.2 

91  .0 

saz.             1 

0.2 

0.2 

•  1  .  1 

SI3.                    1 

0.2 

0.2 

91.3 

•  •4.                       1 

0.2 

0.2 

»1  .4 

SSS.                    1 

0.2 

0.2 

91  .6 

SH.                    1 

0.2 

0.2 

•  1.7 

sn.             1 

0.2 

0.2 

11.9 

SM.                    1 

0.2 

0.2 

92.1 

t*9.                    1 

0.2 

0.2 

92.2 

■OO.                    1 

0.2 

0.2 

92.4 

•01.              y 

0.2 

0.2 

12.5 

SOZ.                    1 

0.2 

0.2 

12.7 

603.                    1 

0.2 

0.2 

IZ.t 

•04.                     1 

0.2 

0.2 

•3.0 

•OS.                    1 

0.2 

0.2 

•3.1 

•OC.                     1 

0.2 

0.2 

13.3 

•07.                     1 

0.2 

0.2 

•3.5 

•0*. 

0.2 

0.2 

13.6 

•01. 

0.2 

0.2 

13.  • 

•  10. 

0.2 

0.2 

•3.9 

•11. 

0.2 

0.2 

14.  1 

812. 

0.2 

0.2 

14.2 

613. 

0.2 

0.2 

94.4 

614. 

O.I 

0.2 

94.  5 

615 

0.2 

94.7 

616 

0.2 

94.9 

617. 

1                     0.2 

0.2 

95.0 

•  It. 

0.2 

9S.2 

•  19. 

0.  2 

96.3 

•20. 

0.2 

95. S 

77 


•21. 

0.2 

0.2 

•Z2. 

0.2 

0.2 

t23. 

0.2 

0.2 

(24. 

0.2 

0.2 

(2S. 

0.2 

0.2 

S2S. 

0.2 

0.2 

•27. 

0.2 

0.2 

n». 

0.2 

0.2 

S29. 

0.2 

0.2 

S30. 

0.2 

0.2 

•31  . 

0.2 

0.2 

132. 

0.2 

0.2 

(33. 

0.2 

0.2 

(34. 

0.2 

0.2 

(3S. 

0.2 

0.2 

(3(. 

0.2 

0.2 

•t.O 

(37. 

0.2 

0.2 

(3(. 

0.2 

0.2 

(3(. 

0.2 

0.2 

(40. 

0.2 

0.2 

(42. 

0.2 

0.2 

(43. 

0.2 

0.2 

(44. 

0.2 

0.2 

(4S. 

0.2 

0.2 

(46. 

0.2 

0.2 

(47. 

0.2 

0.2 

(4(. 

0.2 

0.2 

(4(. 

0.2 

0.2 

(SO. 

0.2 

0.2 

1O0.0 

TOTAL      (43 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPWEMT  IN  ROXBURf  SUBVET 
''ILE    ROX(URT   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/t5l    SURVEy 

INTNO      INTERVIEWER  NLHMER 


CATESORV  LASEL 


ABSOLUTE 
FRES 

RELATIVE 
^REO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

FREO 
(PCT) 

CU*i 
PREC 

(PCT) 

43 

6,7 

6.7 

3S 

S.S 

12.  1 

30 

4.7 

16.1 

11 

2.1 

19.6 

1* 

2.( 

22.4 

23 

3.6 

26.0 

17 

2.6 

26.7 

22 

3.t 

32.  1 

2 

0.3 

0.3 

32.4 

S 

0.9 

0.9 

33.3 

22 

3.4 

36.1 

20 

3.  1 

39.  9 

4S 

7.0 

46.9 

27 

i.2 

51  .  1 

'1 

1  .  7 

52.1 

51 

■•  9 

80.  7 

16 

2.  5 

63.  2 

SS 

i.  6 

71  .1 

20 

3.  1 

74.  9 

35 

S.S 

10.4 

19 

3.0 

3.0 

13.3 

78 


49 

7.S 

7.  e 

12.2 

ze 

i.O 

i.C 

9(.3 

2- 

3.3 

3.3 

»».i 

: 

0.3 

0.3 

ts.i 

C.2 

0.2 

100,0 

t*2 

100.0 

100. c 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OEVELO»*1ENT  IN  ROX«UBT  SURVEY 
^'..Z  ROXBURV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/15)    SURVEY 

BROJECTl   PROJECT  NUMBER 


CATEOORT  LAIEL 


CODE 
SiS. 

TOTAL 


»A2 

(A2 


RELATIVE 
'REO 

(PCT) 

100.0 
100.0 


ADJUSTED 
FREC 

(RCT) 

100.0 
100.0 


CUM 
FREO 
(PCT) 


VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  HOXBURV  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/ISI    SURVEY 

CARDl       CARC  NUMBEB 


VALID  CASES 


CODE 

ABSOLUTE 
FREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 

(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 
FREC 
(PCT) 

CUM 
FREO 

(PCT) 

1. 

«A2 

100.0 

lOO.O 

100.0 

TOTAL 

W! 

lOO.O 

100.0 

MISSING 

CASES 

0 

ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURy  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBUBY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/«S )    SURVEY 

DATE       DATE  INTERVIEW  CONDUCTED 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
SAT, FEB  It 
SUN. FEB  IT 
MON.FEB  1* 
TUE.F6B  19 
WED. FEB  20 


ABSOLUTE 

FREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 

IPCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
FREO 
(PCT) 

126 

19.  6 

19.6 

19.6 

149 

23.2 

23.2 

42.6 

146 

22.7 

22.7 

iS.6 

122 

19.0 

19.0 

64.6 

99 

15.4 

IS. 4 

100.0 

642 

lOO.O 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2J/«S)    SURVEY 

Vi  AFFORDABLE  RENTAL  MOUS 


CATEGOBY  LABEL 
MOS"  ImpOBTanT 
ygpy  IMO0BT4NT 
IMBOBTAN" 

SLICMTL''   IMPOBTANT 
MOT  IMPORTANT  AT  AL 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FBEO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 
(PCT  ) 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
FREO 

(PCT 

208 

32.  6 

32.  9 

32.  9 

213 

44  I 

44.  5 

T7  4 

117 

16.2 

16.  1 

9s.a 

14 

2.2 

2.2 

91.0 

13 

2.0 

2.0 

100.0 

e 

0.  9 

MISSING 

100.0 

L        642 

100  0 

100.0 

79 


VALID  CASES 


<ISSINC  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOMAAOS  DCVEtOMIENT  IN  ROXtUHV  SURVEY 
^IlE    R0X»UB*   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/i5l    SURVEY 

V2  MOMEOWN  .  HOME  OafNENSHIP 


0Z/2S/IS  PAOE     S 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

MOST  IMPORTANT 

VER»  IMPORTAN* 

IMPORTAN* 

SLIOMTL*  IMPORTANT 

NOT  IMPORTANT  AT  ALL 

NOT  SURE 


AKOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 

pre: 

(PCTl 

AOJUSTCD 

PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCTl 

13C 

21.2 

21  .• 

21  .1 

217 

33.1 

34.7 

$6.$ 

202 

31  .5 

32.3 

la.i 

tl 

7.3 

7.S 

9S.3 

23 

3.C 

3.7 

100.0 

n 

2.C 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

L      M2 

100.0 

100.0 

VALIC  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMCNt  IN  ROXSURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/ISI    SURVEY 

V3         RETAIL  SHOPS 


02/2S/tS  PACE     9 


CATEGORY    LABEL 

MOST  IMPORTANT 

VERY  IMPORTANT 

IMPORTANT 

SLlBHTLY  IMPORTANT 

NO*  IMPORTANT  AT  ALL 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PREC 

RELATIVE 
PREC 

(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 
PHEO 

(PCTl 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

16 

13.  i 

13.6 

13.6 

22E 

3S.2 

35.7 

AS. 3 

Its 

30.  i 

30.6 

10.  1 

*C 

1S.0 

IS. 2 

tS.3 

JO 

A. 7 

A. 7 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


TOTAL       »42 
HISSING  CASES 


1.A     MISSING    1OO.0 
100.0      100.0 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OevELO»*ieNT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/15I    SURVEY 

V4  OFFICE  DEVELOPMENT 


02/2S/iS  PACE    1C 


CATEOORV  LABEL 
MOST  IMPORTANT 
VERY  IMPORTANT 
IMPORTANT 

SLIOHTLY  IMPORTANT 
NOT  IMPORTANT  AT  ALL 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 

(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 
(PCTl 

CUM 
FREO 
(PCT) 

■  3 

g.i 

10.  1 

10.  1 

IS3 

25.4 

26.  1 

36.2 

203 

31  .6 

32.5 

(t.6 

135 

21  .0 

21  .6 

90.2 

61 

9.5 

9.1 

100.0 

17 

2.6 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

L      642 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


4ISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/65  1    SURVEY 

V5  NANOFACTUOINC 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
MOST  IMPORTANT 
VERY  IMPORTANT 
IMPOOTANT 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

FREE 

FREO 

FPEO 

FREO 

(PCT  1 

(PCT  1 

(PCT 

12. J  12.3 
27.0  39.2 
36.0      75.3 


80 


SLIOMTLY  IMPOOTiMT 
NOT  IkWORTANT  AT  AL. 
NOT  SURE 


TOTAL        t*2 

'issiNc  cAses 


1S.0  (0.3 

9.7  100.0 

HISSING  100.0 
1OO.0 


ATTTTUOeS  TOWARDS  OEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
flLE    HOX»UB»   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/SS)    SURVEY 

ve  BARKS.  OPEN  SPACE 


CATEBORV  LASEL 

MOST  tttPORTANT 

VERT  IMPORTANT 

IHPORTAN'' 

SLJCHTLY  IMBOHTANT 

NOT  IMPORTANT  AT  ALL 

NOT  SURE 

val:c  cases    (31 


AtSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(BCT) 

AOJUSTED 

PREO 
(PCTl 

CUM 

PHEO 
(PCT) 

110 

17.  1 

n.4 

17. J 

231 

3C.0 

3S.( 

S4.0 

190 

29.  e 

30.1 

t4.2 

89 

10.7 

10.9 

tS.1 

31 

i.t 

A.» 

100.0 

1- 

1  .7 

MISSING 

100.0 

L       (42 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASES 


A-TITUOES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
riLE    ROXauBY   [CREATION  DATE  ■  02/2S/I5]    SURVEY 

VT  BUBL2C  SERVICE 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
MOST  IMPORTANT 


RELATIVE 

ABJUSTtO 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

PREO 

PREC 

PREO 

PREC 

(BCT) 

(PCT) 

(PCTl 

VERY  IMPORTANT 

IMPORTANT 

SLIGHTLY  IMPORTANT 

NOT  IMPORTANT  AT  ALL 

NOT  SURE 

VALID  CASES      632 


301 

46.9 

47.6 

73.9 

1A4 

22. i 

22.1 

66.7 

1« 

2.1 

2.1 

69.5 

3 

0.  i 

0.5 

100.0 

10 

1  .6 

MISSING 

100.0 

tA2 

1OO.0 

1(30.0 

MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/S5>    SURVEY 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

MOST  IMPORTANT 

VERY  IMPORTANT 

IMPORTANT 

SLIGHTLY  IMPORTANT 

NOT  IMPORTANT  AT  ALL 

NOT  SURE 

VALID  CASES      E30 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PHEO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT  ) 

343 

S3.  4 

S4.4 

S4.4 

224 

34.9 

36.6 

60.0 

57 

1.9 

6.0 

66.0 

2 

0.3 

0.3 

96.4 

4 

O.t 

0.6 

1OO.0 

12 

1  .9 

HISSING 

10O.0 

L      642 

lOO.O 

1OO.0 

MISSING  CASES 


I'TTTUOES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
■ILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/6S)    SURVEY 


DISPLACE  PAMILIES 


RELATIVE   ADJUSTED 


81 


CtTEOOR"    LASCl 
STRONCL"    CONCERNEO 
MOOEI)*TELT    CONCERNES 
MOT    CONCERWEC 
NOT    SURE 


AtSOLUTE 
»REO 

FREO 
(PCT) 

rREO 
(RCTl 

SREO 

IRCT 

*^^ 

T2.T 

lA.i 

11.6 

131 

21  .5 

22.0 

f6.E 

21 

3.3 

3.i 

10O.0 

1  E 

1.  S 

UISSINS 

1OO.0 

sa: 

too.o 

100.0 

VAlIO  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


»TTITUDES  TOOAROS  OEVELOMtENT  IN  ROXtURV  SURVEY 
^ILE    BOX»UR>   (CREATION  DATE  ■  02/25/15'    SURVEY 

irlO        OrriCE  OEVEL.HANUFAC* 


CATEBORT  LA*EL 
0"-ICE  OEVE. 
MANUFACTURING 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
FREO 

RELATIVE 

«REO 
(PCT) 

AOJUSTtO 
FREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 

FREO 
(PCT 

320 

AS.* 

S3.  5 

53.5 

271 

A3. 3 

A(.S 

100.0 

At 

6.9 

HISSING 

100.0 

SA2 

1OO.0 

100.0 

OA^IC  CASES 


HISSING  CASES 


ATTTTUOES  rowAROS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  R0XIUR«  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/t5l    SURVEY 

v         REHAB  EXISTING  STORES 


CATEBOR'' 
STRONGLY 


LABEL 

IN  FAVOR 


RELATIVE  ADJUSTED  CUM 
FREC  FREO  FREO 
I  PCT)       (PCT)      (PCT) 


MODERATELY  IN  FAVOR 
NEUTRAL 

HOOERATELY  AOAINST 
STRONGLY  AGAINST 
NOT  SURE 


23  . 6  7t . 3 

15.1  B3 . 5 

3.7  17  . 2 

2.1  100.0 

MISSING  1OO.0 

lOO.O 


VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/151    SURVEY 

yi2        PREFER  OEPT  STORE 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

MOST  PREFERRED 

PREFERRED 

NEUTRAL 

NOT  PREFERRED 

STRONGLY  OPPOSED 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREO 

RELATIVE 

FREO 
(PCT  ) 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 

FREO 
(PCT 

202 

31  .  S 

32.7 

32.7 

275 

42.1 

AA.6 

77.3 

90 

1A.0 

14.6 

91.9 

32 

5.0 

5.2 

97.  1 

11 

2.1 

2.1 

100.0 

25 

3.9 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

L       »A2 

100.0 

too.o 

VA^IO  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


TUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  11 
ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  ■ 


ROXBURY  SURVEY 
02/25/15  1    SURVEY 


PREFER  SUPERMARKET 


RELATIVE   ADJUSTED 


82 


=«TCOO(l«  lASEL 

MOST  •BEFERRED 

BRCFCIIREO 

NEUTRAL 

NOT  BRErERHED 

STHONCL'  OBOOSEC 

NO*  SURc 


379 
1*9 


BREO 
(PCT) 

PREO 
(PCTl 

BREO 
(PCTl 

S9.0 

60.  S 

SO.  E 

31  .0 

31  .« 

92.  S 

t.A 

i.  I 

97.0 

1  .9 

1  .  9 

9*.  9 

100.0 

1.6 

MISSING 

100.0 

100. C 

100.0 

va;.:3  cases 


MISSING  CASES 


attitude:  TOWARDS  OEVELOMIENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEV 
FILE    ROXauBv   I  CREATION  DATE  •  02/ZS/tS>    SURVEY 

VI <        PREFER  PMARMACr 


CATEQORo  LABEL 

MOST  DREPERREO 

BREPERREC 

NEUTRAL 

NOT  PREFERRED 

STRONGL»  OPPOSED 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 

E     FREO 

RELATIVE 

FREO 

(Pcn 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 

(PCTl 

CUM 

FREO 
(PCT 

3A4 

S3. 6 

SS.2 

5S.2 

222 

3A.6 

3S.6 

10.9 

36 

S.6 

S.t 

96.6 

13 

2.0 

2.  1 

9».7 

t 

1  .2 

1  .3 

100.0 

19 

3.0 

MISSING 

100.0 

L      S<2 

1OO.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURi'   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/tS)    SURVEY 


PREFER  RESTAURANT 


CATESORY  LABEL 

MOST  PREFERRED 

•REFERRED 

NEUTRAL 

NOT  PREFERRED 

STRONGLY  OPPOSED 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
FREB 

RELATIVE 
FREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

FREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
FREC 
(PCT 

io^ 

16.2 

16.7 

16.7 

2A1 

31.6 

39.9 

S6.7 

111 

21.2 

29.  1 

15.1 

75 

1  1  .7 

12.  1 

97.  9 

13 

2.0 

2.  ' 

100.0 

21 

3.3 

MISSING 

100.0 

642 

1OO.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2$/IS)    SURVEY 

VIS        PREFER  ENTERTAINMENT 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
MOST  PREFERRED 
PREFERRED 

NEUTRAL 
NOT  SREFEBREC 
STBONG^"  OPBOSEC 
NO'  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
FREO 

RELATIVE 

FREO 
(BCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
FREO 

(BCT 

13 

12.9 

13.4 

13.4 

165 

2S.7 

26.6 

39.  9 

174 

27.  1 

21.0 

61.0 

144 

22  4 

23.  2 

91  ,  1 

55 

1.  E 

1.  9 

100,  c 

21 

3.3 

MISSING 

lOO.  0 

642 

100. 0 

lOO.O 

VALID  CASES 


KISSING  CASES 


83 


ATTITUDES  TOWABOS  OEVCLOWiSNT  IN  l»OX»U«v  SURVEY 
»IL£    aoXiUBT   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/»5>    lURVtT 

V17        (REFER  SAMKS 


CATEOOR^'  LAtEL 

HOS*  RREFERREO 

■REFERRED 

NEUTRAI. 

NO-  BREFERHED 

STRONOL"  ORBOSEC 

NO'  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
FREC 

RELATIVE 
FREC 

AOJUSTED 
FREO 
(FCTI 

CUf 

FREO 
(PCT 

Z20 

JA.3 

3S.3 

3S.3 

279 

A3.  5 

A4.« 

•0.1 

(2 

12. i 

13.2 

•3.3 

31 

S.t 

S.  9 

•«.: 

5 

O.I 

0.1 

100.0 

H 

3.0 

MISSING 

100.0 

H2 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXtURV  SURVEV 
FILE    ROXiURr   (CREATION  DATE  ■  02/2i/i5)    SURVEY 

VI «        PREFER  SERV  ESTAS 


CATEOORV  LAtE^ 
MOS-  PREFERRED 
PREFERRED 

NEUTRAL 
NOT  PREFERRED 
STRONCl»  OPPOSED 
NOT  SURE 


AISOLUTE 
FREO 

RELATIVE 
FREC 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

FREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
FREO 

(PCT) 

151 

23.  S 

2^.2 

24.2 

309 

Al.  1 

49.  6 

73.  « 

120 

H.T 

19.3 

93.  1 

39 

6.  ' 

6.3 

99.1 

i 

0.  6 

0.  6 

100.0 

19 

3.C 

MISSING 

100.0 

•42 

100.0 

100.0 

VA.ID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXVURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 

VI 9        PREFER  PROF  SERVS 


CATEGORY  wABEL 

MOST  PREFERRED 

PREFERRED 

NEUTRAL 

NOT  PREFERRED 

STRONGLY  OPPOSED 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 

FREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 

(PCT  ) 

ADJUSTED 

FREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
FREO 

(PCT) 

2t4 

41  .  1 

42.  « 

42.5 

2B5 

41  .3 

42.1 

•  5.5 

S9 

9.2 

9.5 

95.0 

27 

4.2 

4.4 

99.4 

4 

0.  e 

0.  6 

100.0 

23 

3.e 

MISSING 

100.0 

•42 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/95)    SURVEY 

V20        PREFER  HARDWARE  STORE 


CATECOOv  .ABEL 

MOST  PREFEPHE? 

PREFERRED 

NEUTRAL 

NOT  PREFERRED 

STRONGLY  OPPOSED 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
CREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 

'PC-  ) 

ADJUSTED 
CREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 

FREO 
(PC- 

1  61 

25.  1 

26.0 

26.0 

31  1 

46  .  4 

50.  2 

76.3 

101 

IE.  t 

11  .   4 

93  7 

34 

5.3 

S.5 

99.2 

5 

0.6 

0.  6 

100.0 

23 

3.  6 

MISSING 

100.0 

84 


vALic  ::ases 


TOTAL     w:     100. 0 

MISSING  CASES     23 


ATTTTUDES  TOWARDS  OEVELOPWENT  IN  BOXBUBT  SURVE> 
••11.E    BOX^UB*   ICBEATION  DATE  •  02/2S/iS)    SURVEY 

V21         BBEFEB  CLOTHING 


CATECORV  LAIEL 

MOST  PRE^ERKEO 

PREFERRED 

MEUTRAL 

NOT  BREFERREO 

STRONClV  OPPOSED 

NO  OTHER 

NOT  SURE 

VALID  CASES      E 


ABSOLUTE 
E      FREO 

RELATIVE 

fREO 
IPCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 

(PCTl 

CUM 
PREO 

IPCT) 

1SS 

2S.7 

28.7 

26.7 

3W 

At.  9 

SO.t 

77.5 

96 

M.O 

1S.S 

93.0 

11 

i.i 

S.  1 

99.2 

5 

o.« 

0.1 

100.0 

1 

0.2 

MISSING 

100.0 

23 

3.C 

MISSING 

100.0 

L      8A2 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TCWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURV  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBUBY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/I5)    SURVEY 

V2:        PREPER  OTHER  1 


CATEGORY  lABEj. 
MOST  bbepebreo 
PREFERRED 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 

pre: 

(PCT  ) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

22 

3.i 

46. < 

AS.l 

12 

1  .• 

25.0 

70.6 

NEUTRAL 

NOT  PHEPERRED 

STRONGLY  OPPOSED 

NO  OTHER 

NOT  SURE 

VALID  CASES 


2 

0.3 

A. 2 

75.0 

5 

O.i 

10. i 

15. A 

7 

1  .  1 

1A.  t 

100.0 

575 

•s.e 

MISSING 

100.0 

19 

3.0 

MISSING 

100.0 

tA2 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  HOXBUBY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBUBY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 

V23         PREFER  0THER2 


CJITEGORY  LABEL 
MOST  PREFERRED 
PREFERRED 
NOT  PREFERRED 
NO  OTHER 
NOT  SURE 

VALID  CASES 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREl! 

RELATIVE 

PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT 

1 

0.2 

33.3 

33.3 

1 

0.2 

33.3 

66.7 

1 

0.2 

33.3 

100.0 

622 

96.  9 

MISSING 

100.0 

17 

2.6 

MISSING 

100.0 

L        tA2 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OEVELOPMEN'  IN  ROXBUBY  SURVEY 
PILE    HOXBUBY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/95)    SUBVEY 


belative 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

CBEO 

FREC 

CRE(! 

FREO 

(PC-  1 

iPCT  ) 

iPC- 

85 


>Ai.:c  CASES 


1. 

1S3 

25.* 

26.0 

2t.O 

2. 

4C3 

Tl.  1 

74.0 

100. 0 

9. 

16 

l.S 

m:ssinc 

100.0 

TOTAL 

tA2 

lOO.O 

100.0 

MISSING 

CASES 

16 

ATTITUDES  TOKAROS  OEVELO»l«eN-  IK  ROXIURV  SURVE<' 
'ILE    ROX»UR»   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15 )    SURVE' 


02/2S/i5  PACE    31 


TO  OWN  HOME 


N . A . . OWNS  HOME 
MISSING 


ABSOLUTE 
eREC 

RELATIVE 

PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 

pREe 

(PCT 

30  > 

At.   1 

««.> 

(6.9 

1S3 

23.  t 

33.  1 

100.0 

15S 

2A.t 

miss:nc 

100.0 

21 

3.3 

MISSING 

100.0 

tA2 

1OC.0 

1OO.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTtTUOES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXCURf  SURVEY 
riLE    ROXSUe*   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/IS)    SURVE* 

V26         IMPLUX  EPPECT 


02/2S/iS  PAGE    3: 


CATECOP" 
POSI'IVE 
NEGATIVE 
NO  EPPEC 


RELATIVE  ADJUSTED  CUM 

CREO  FREC  PREO 

(PCTl  (PCTl  (PCTl 

56.7  tz.7  62. 7 

31.5  3A.  t  97.4 

2.3  2.6  100.0 


VALID  CASES 


9. 

(1 

9.5 

MISSING 

TOTAL 

•  A2 

1OO.0 

1O0.0 

:ssiNC 

CASES 

61 

ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  in  ROXtURT  SURVET 
PILE    ROXBURl'   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/95)    SURVEv 


02/25/65         PACE    33 


INFLUX'MORE  WHITE 


CATEQORT  LABEL 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

479 

74.6 

14.  5 

(4.5 

B< 

13.7 

15.  5 

100.0 

75 

11.7 

MISSING 

100.0 

642 

1OO.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
^ILE    ROXBURT   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/1S)    SURVEY 


02/25/(5         PACE    34 


PAVOP  MORE  WHITES 


CATEGOP>  -ABE. 

IN   CAVOC 

OPOOSEC 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
-HEC 

RELATIVE 
PREC 

IPC- 

ADJUSTED 
■^REO 

CUM 
PREO 
.PC- 

372 

57  9 

80.  9 

(0.  » 

(• 

13  7 

19.  : 

100.0 

182 

2(.  3 

MISSING 

100.0 

642 

lOO.O 

100.0 

vAlIC  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


86 


<tt;tudes  towards  oevelom<ent  in  roxburt  survey 

^:lE    ROXBURy   l creation  date  •  02/2S/i5;    SURVEY 
V2S  tAVOS  MAJORTT'  WHITE 


CATEOOR»  LABEL 
YES 


ABSOLUTE 
CREB 

RELATIVE 
fHEO 

(PCT) 

AOJUSTCO 
SREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
FSEO 

(PCT 

lOi 

16.2 

19.7 

19.7 

A2< 

6e.2 

10.3 

100.0 

1  13 

17.8 

HISSING 

100.0 

KA2 

1OO.0 

lOO.O 

VALID  CASES      S29 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
riLE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/tS)    SURVEY 


CATECOR"  lABEl 

VERY  MUCH 

MUCH 

-ITTLE 

VERY  LITTLE 

NONE  AT  All 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     EREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

FREO 
(PCT  ) 

CUM 
FREO 
(PCT 

347 

&A.0 

st.o 

St.o 

1$« 

2A.  t 

2(.4 

•A.  A 

51 

7.9 

1.5 

«3.0 

31 

A.I 

S.2 

91.2 

11 

1  .7 

1  .1 

100.0 

AA 

C.9 

MISSING 

100.0 

L               S42 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CRISES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/1S)    SURVEY 

V31  AFFIRMATIVE  ACTION 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERY  MUCH 

MUCH 

LITTLE 

VERY  LITTLE 

NONE  AT  ALL 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
FREO 
(PCT) 

395 

61. 5 

96.2 

99.2 

1AA 

22.  A 

2A.  1 

•0.3 

37 

5.1 

6.2 

•9.S 

16 

2.5 

2.7 

19.2 

5 

0.1 

0.1 

100.0 

AS 

7.0 

MISSING 

100.0 

L      942 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  R0X9URY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/1S)    SURVEY 

V32        GUARANTEE  EMPLOYMENT 


02/25/15         PACE    31 


CATEQORV  LABEL 

VEB"  MUCH 

MUCH 

-ITTLE 

VERY  LITTLE 

NONE  AT  ALL 

NOT  SURE 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

FREO 

FREO 

FREO 

FREO 

(PCT  i 

(PCT  ) 

(PCT 

IT 

2.  E 

2.1 

99.5 

3 

0.  S 

0.5 

100.0 

35 

5.  5 

MISSING 

1O0.0 

642 

lOC-0 

100.0 

87 


VkLiD  CASES 


MISSINC  CASES 


I'-TiTuBES  TOWARDS  DEVElO^MEHT  I 
':^t  ROXBUOv   ICSEATION  DATE 

'33        SHAOINC  REVENUES 


ROXSUR'  SORVEV 
02/25/15  1    SU»ve» 


CATEOOn*  LABEL 
VEO»  MUCH 
MUCi- 

.:"tl£ 
very  ^ittle 
none  at  all 

NOT  SURE 


ASSOLUTE 
eREO 

RELATIVE 
TREC 

(RCT  1 

ADJUSTED 
tREO 

IPCT) 

CUM 

»REO 
(PCT 

319 

AS.  T 

54.  5 

54.  5 

^^^ 

ZT.  1 

29.7 

14.3 

$2 

i.   1 

S.S 

13.2 

33 

S.  1 

s.t 

M.I 

7 

1.1 

1  .2 

100.0 

57 

(.9 

MISSINC 

100.0 

t42 

1OO.0 

100.0 

val:c  cases 


MISSINC  CASES 


AT-TTUOES  TOWARDS  DEVELORMENT  in  ROXBURT  SURVEV 
riL£    ROXBUHV   (CREATION  DATE  ■  02/25/15)    SURVEY 

»3^        PRINCIPALS  Ik 


CATESOP>  LABEL 

»ER>  MUCH 

MUC>- 

.ITTlE 

veR»  lITT.E 

NONE  AT  AL> 


PROJECTS 

CODE 

ABSOLUTE 

PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCTi 

ADJUSTED 
PREC 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

1 

21C 

43.  t 

41.  1 

41.  1 

2 

IIS 

29.4 

32.  5 

10.  e 

12.2 

92.1 

5.1 

91.6 

1  .4 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


9.        10 

9.  3 

MISSINC 

TOTA.      (42 

1OC.0 

100.0 

MISSINC  CASES 

■0 

ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEV 
P!lE    ROXBURv   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/(5)    SURVET 

V35        JOINT  VENTURES 


CATEOOR'  LABEL 

VER"  MUCH 

MUCH 

LITTLE 

VERT  LITTLE 

NONE  AT  ALL 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

299 

4i.  e 

52.7 

52.7 

1(3 

21.5 

32.3 

15. C 

41 

7.  5 

1.5 

13.  i 

2S 

4.0 

4.6 

91.  1 

11 

I  .7 

1.9   ■ 

100.0 

7! 

11.7 

MISSINC 

100.0 

L        (42 

1O0.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSINC  CUISES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURV  SUHVEv 
PILE    ROXBUOV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SUHVEV 


CATECOR'  I.ABE. 
VEPV  MUCH 
MUCH 

LITTLE 


SOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 

PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT  i 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT 

293 

4S.  E 

51  .  1 

51  .  1 

190 

25.  S 

33.2 

11.3 

VCH»  i.ZTTL£ 
NONE  AT  ALL 
HOT  SURE 

VALID  CASES 


s. 

12 

:  .  9 

2.  1 

100.0 

9. 

S9 

10.7 

MISSING 

100.0 

TOTAL 

642 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSING 

CASES 

69 

AT-:tu3ES  TOxABOS  OEVELO»MeNT  IN  ROXBURT  SUBVEV 
riL£    BOXBUBI'   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/ZS/l$)    SURVEY 

V37         OUALITV  Of     .IfE  5  YRS  ASO 


CATEOORY  LABEL 
BETTER 


WORSE 
NO'  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
«REO 

RELATIVE 
PREC 

(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 

EREO 
(PCTl 

CUM 

PREO 
IRCT) 

122 

19.0 

21  .5 

21  .5 

lit 

K.a 

20.9 

42.3 

321 

Si.  1 

ST.  7 

100.0 

H 

11.5 

MISSING 

100.0 

S42 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURV  SURVEY 
fiLE    ROXBUOV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/1S)    SURVEY 

V3e         OUALITV  OF  LIPE  NEXT  10  YRS 


CATESORV  LABEL 
OREATL"  IMPROVED 
SOMEWMAT   IMPROVED 

MOT  AT  ALL 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREC 

(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 

PREC 

(PC-) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT 

27i 

43.3 

SO.  2 

SO. 2 

227 

3S.4 

41  .0 

91  .2 

VALID  CASES 


«.        (9 

13.7 

MISSING 

TOTAL       642 

1O0.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASES 

66 

ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/aSl    SURVEY 

V39        NEIOH  SHOP  PACS 


CATEOORV  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

0000 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 
PREC 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT) 

13 

2.0 

2.2 

2.2 

45 

7.0 

7.S 

9.7 

136 

21  .2 

22.7 

32.4 

232 

36.  1 

36.9 

71.2 

172 

26.9 

29.9 

100.0 

44 

6.9 

MISSING 

10O.0 

642 

1O0.0 

10O.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
cIlE    aOXBURY   (.CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/95.    SURVE» 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  GOOD 
GOOD 
AVERAGE 


t  SIDEWALKS 

CODE 

ABSOLUTE 
FBEO 

RELATIVE 

PREH 
(PCT  i 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT  1 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT 

1  . 

10 

1 .  e 

1.7 

1  .7 

2 

40 

E,  2 

E  7 

9.  3 

3. 

93 

i:.  s 

13.8 

22.1 

89 


VERV  »A0 
NOT  SURE 


val:c  cases     600 


TOTAL 
MISSINC  CASES 


241 

37.  t 

40.2 

(2.3 

Z3i 

JS.2 

37.7 

100.0 

*2 

(.  i 

MISSING 

100.0 

Hi 

100.0 

100.0 

ATTITUDES  TOWanOS  OEVELOMtCN'r  IN  ROXBURV  SURVCl' 
riLE    BOXBUB*   (CREATION  DATE  .  02/25/15)    SURVEV 

«<i         CONDITION  Of    STORES 


02/25/(5  RACE    47 


CATEOORv  LAaEL 

VERV  SOOD 

QOOO 

AVCRAOE 

SAC 

VERY  »A0 

NOT  SURE 


AtSOLUTE 
E     CREO 

RELATIVE 

FREO 
IRCT) 

ASJUSTEO 
►  REO 
(PCT! 

CUM 

FREC 
(RCT) 

10 

1  .  E 

1  .  7 

1  .  7 

(3 

9.( 

10. ( 

12.3 

ttl 

2S.( 

32.3 

44.  ( 

212 

33.0 

35. ( 

(0.4 

IK 

1(.  1 

19. e 

10O.0 

10 

7.« 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

L        (42 

100.0 

100.0 

valic  cases 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OEVELORklEHT  in  R0X*UR1'  SUnvE> 
FILE    ROXIUR"   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/ISI    SURVET 

V42         AVAIL  t  OUAL  RESTAURANTS 


02/25/(5  RACE    4« 


CATEBOR't  LAIEl 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

SOLUTE 

FREO 

FREO 

FREO 

FREC 

(PCTl 

(RCT) 

(PCT 

SOOD 
AVERAGE 
BAD 

VERT  BAD 
NOT  SURE 


4( 

7.  5 

(.4 

9.3 

121 

K.t 

21  .2 

30.4 

214 

33.3 

37.4 

■  7.1 

1(4 

21.7 

32.2 

100.0 

70 

10. « 

MISSING 

1O0.0 

(42 

1O0.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXSURT  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/(S)    SURVEY 


02/25/(5  PACE    49 


AVAIL  ARTS, ENTERTAIN 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERT  GOOD 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 

NOT  SURE 


122 
202 


RELATIVE 
FREO 

(PCT) 


7.( 
19.0 


ADJUSTED 
FREO 

(RCT) 

1  .( 
(.( 

21  .5 
35. 1 

32.3 

MISSING 

100.0 


CUM 
FREO 

(PCT) 


10. s 
32.  1 


100.0 
100.0 


VALID  CASES 


KISSING  CASES 


A—ITUOES  'OWAROS  DEVELOPMENT  I 
FILE    ROXBUR"   (CREATION  DATE 

V44         PARKS. RECREATION 


aOXBURY  SURVEY 
02/2S/S5)    SURVEY 


02/25/85  PACE    5C 


90 


CATEOO'V  LAaEL 

VEBV  3000 

COOC 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VEP*  »AC 

NOT  SURE 


ASSOLUTE 
FREC 

FREO 
(PCT) 

»Reo 

(PCT) 

FREO 
(PCT 

1  A 

2.2 

I.i 

Z.i 

78 

11.1 

13.0 

li.i 

14< 

22.7 

21.  9 

AC.  3 

203 

31  .6 

34.  E 

71.  9 

W7 

22.9 

2S.1 

100.0 

SE 

«.7 

MISSING 

100. 0 

tA2 

lOO.O 

lOO.O 

VALIC  CASES 


ISSIMC  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  Id  ROXBURi'  SURVEY 
riLE    ROXauRV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/(SI    SURVEY 

VAS        ACCESS  OTHER  SHOPS 


CATEBORY  LABEL 

VERT  0000 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

•AC 

VERV  BAC 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 

PREC 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

39 

6.  1 

i.C 

6.E 

IC 

2S.: 

27.6 

3A.2 

1SE 

24.3 

26.3 

SO.  A 

1A9 

23.2 

2S.  1 

IS.S 

(E 

13. A 

1A.5 

lOO.O 

A< 

7.5 

MISSING 

100.0 

L        »A2 

10O.0 

lOO.O 

VALIC  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
FILE    R0.X8URY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/S5)    SURVEY 


CONDITION  PRIVATE  PROP. 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  GOOD 
GOOD 
AVERAQE 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT) 

25 

3.9 

4.4 

4.4 

ISO 

23.4 

26.2 

30.5 

21A 

33.3 

37.3 

S7.9 

12A 

19.3 

21. £ 

19.  5 

•0 

9.3 

10. S 

100.0 

69 

10.7 

MISSING 

100.0 

L      (42 

100.0 

1O0.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAC 

liO"    BAG 

NO-  SURE 


ABSOLUT^ 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT  ) 

3 

0.5 

0.5 

0.  5 

10 

1  .  E 

1  .7 

2.2 

49 

7.  E 

8.3 

10.  5 

177 

27,  E 

29  9 

40.  4 

353 

55.0 

S9.  6 

IOC.  0 

SC 

T.B 

MISSING 

100.0 

642 

100.0 

100.0 

VALiC  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


91 


«tt:tuoes  towards  oevelomicnt  in  koxbuiiv  survcv 
file   rox>ui)«   (creation  date  •  oz/zs/isi   survey 

VAI  a:R  quality 


CATESOBY  ^A«EL 
VERV  0000 
0000 
AVERAGE 

BAG 

VERV  tAO 

NOT  SURE 


AtSOLLTTE 
CREC 

RELATIVE 
FRET 

(PCT- 

ADJUSTED 
FREC 
(OCT  ) 

CUM 
e«EO 
IPCT 

t 

0.9 

1  .0 

1.0 

TO 

10.  9 

12.2 

13.2 

261 

41.7 

Ae.  i 

S9.7 

1S< 

2A.S 

27.4 

•7.2 

74 

11.5 

12.1 

100.0 

SC 

10.3 

MISSING 

100.0 

SA2 

100.0 

1O0.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


i'~:TUOES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXtURY  SURVEY 
flLE    ROXBUR»   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/«Si    SURVEY 

»49        NOISY  STREETS 


CATECOR*  lABE^ 

VEP'  OOOC 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAC 

VEB»  BAC 

NO-  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 

PREO 
(PCT  ' 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PC-> 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

t 

1  .2 

1  .3 

1.3 

79 

12.3 

13.3 

14  7 

230 

3S.I 

3i.l 

53.5 

ISE 

24.3 

26.3 

79.9 

12C 

1».7 

20.2 

100.0 

49 

7.t 

MISSING 

100  0 

tAZ 

1OO.0 

1O0.C 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  in  ROXBURy  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBUR"   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15  1    SURVEY 

V5C        JOB  OPPORTUNITIES 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERY  coeo 

GOOD 
AVCRAOE 

•AO 

VERY  BAD 
NOT  SURE 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

PREC 

PREC 

PREO 

PREO 

(PCT) 

(PCTI 

(PCT) 

243 

37.9 

43.4 

S2.5 

210 

32.7 

37.  5 

100.0 

12 

12.1 

MISSING 

100.0 

(42 

1OC.0 

100.0 

valIO  cases 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  in  ROXBURy  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 

V51  EDUCATIONAL  OBPS 


YEP"  300C 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAC 

»EOY  BAD 

NO-  SURE 


OE 

ABSOLUTE 
PREC 

RELATIVE 
PREC 

ADJUSTED 
PBEO 

CUM 
PBEO 

33 

5  • 

S-  8 

i.l 

111 

17.3 

IS.  S 

25.3 

173 

25  9 

30.4 

55.7 

147 

21.  9 

25.1  ■ 

11  .  5 

lOS 

16  4 

18.5 

100  0 

73 

-1.4 

NISSING 

lOC.O 

92 


VALID  CASES 


TOTAL       I«Z 
<:SSINC  CASES     73 


TTTTUOES  TOWABOS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBUB*  SUBVEV 

:l£    BOXBUBT   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/IS)    SURVEY 

S2  OUALlTV  OF  HOUSING 


CATEOOBV  LABEL 

VERT  COOC 

GOOC 

AVERAGE 

•AO 

VEB«  BAD 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     «REO 

RELATIVE 
BBEO 
(PCTI 

ADJUSTED 

PREO 
IPCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

ie 

2.S 

2.7 

2.7 

St 

i.7 

s.e 

12.4 

17i 

27.  1 

2S.9 

42.3 

212 

33.0 

3t.A 

71.7 

12i 

1S.3 

21.3 

100.0 

CO 

9.3 

MISSING 

100.0 

L      •A2 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  ]n  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBUBY   (CREATION  DATE  ■  02/25/15  I    SURVEY 

V53        COST  OP  HOUSING 


CATECORv  LABEL 
VEBV  GOOD 
0000 
AVERAGE 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

PREC 

PREO 

PREO 

PREC 

(PCT  ; 

(PCT  ) 

(PCT 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 
NOT  SURE 

VALID  CASES      562 


A. 

191 

29.1 

3A.0 

tl.  9 

5. 

175 

27.3 

31.  1 

100.0 

«. 

SO 

12.5 

MISSING 

100.0 

TOTAL 

SA2 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSING 

CASES 

10 

ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  SERIOUS 
SOMEWHAT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SURE 

VALID  CASES      S 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT) 

A01 

82.5 

11.1 

M.l 

147 

22.9 

25.2 

•4.0 

35 

5.5 

1.0 

10O.0 

59 

9.2 

MISSING 

100.0 

»42 

1OO.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
TLE    aOXBUBY   'CREATION  DATE  ■  02/2S/1S)    SURVEY 


AUTO  TMEFT 


CATECOBY  LABEL 
VEBY  SERIOUS 
SOMEWHAT  SERIOUS 

NOT  SERIOUS 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

PBEO 

(PCT 

356 

55. S 

167 

2E.0 

TIVE  ADJUSTED  CUM 
PBEO  PREO 
(PCT)      (PCT) 


93 


v*l:o  cases 


«.     •• 

10.7 

MISSING 

TOTAL       H2 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASKS 

II 

ATTTTUOEJ  TOWARDS  DEVElOOWENT  Id  HOXIORV  SUOVE* 
FILE    ROXBURT   I  CREATION  DATE  •  02/ZS/ISI    SURVEV 

VSt        VANOALISH 


CATEOOR'  LABEL 
VER''  SERIOUS 
SOMEWHA'  SERIOUS 
NOT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLLTTE 
FREO 

RELATIVE 

SREO 

(RCT: 

AOJUSTED 

FREO 
(PCT: 

CUW 
FREO 

(PCT 

343 

53.4 

SI.  6 

SI.  6 

lis 

zs.* 

31  .  t 

90.3 

57 

I.I 

1.7 

100.0 

57 

1.  1 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

IA2 

100.0 

100. 0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15  1    SUflVEi' 


CATEOOR*  LABEL 
VER*  SERIOUS 
SOMEtVHA-  SERIOUS 
NOT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SURE 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

FREO 

PREC 

PREC 

FREC 

(PCT) 

(PCT  1 

(PCT 

10.0 
100.0 


KISSING 

100.0 


1OO.0 
1OO.0 


VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES     *A 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVET 
PILE    ROXBURV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/151    SURVEY 

VSI        STORE  ROBBERV 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  SERIOUS 
SOMCVMAT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SURE 


iBSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT) 

215 

**.A 

51  .3 

51  .3 

209 

32.6 

37.6 

11.1 

62 

1.7 

'1.2 

1O0.0 

IS 

13.4 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

142 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


HISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 

VSI        PIRE. ARSON 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  SERIOUS 
SOMEWHA-  SERIOUS 
NOT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SURE 


iBSOLUTE 
PREC 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

AOJUSTED 

PREO 

(PCT; 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT 

274 

42.  7 

41 . : 

48.: 

lis 

29.4 

33.  3 

SI  .  5 

105 

16.4 

IS.  S 

lOO.O 

74 

11.5 

MISSING 

100.0 

642 

100.0 

1OO.0 

valIO  cases 


HISSING  CASES 


94 


4T-ITU0ES  TOW»ROS  SEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXtURT  SURVE* 
r:LE    ROXauflV   (CREATION  OATE  •  02/25/tS)    SURVEY 

vgc         YOUTH  GANGS 


UTEOORV  LAIEl 
VEBV  SERIOUS 
SOMEWMA'  SERIOUS 
NOT  SERIOUS 
NO*  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
KRES 

RELATIVE 

=REO 

(PCT; 

ADJUSTED 
CHEC 

(OCT! 

CUM 

CREO 
(PCT 

:•' 

32.  9 

39. > 

39. « 

1t2 

21.  3 

34.3 

74.2 

137 

21.3 

2S.t 

100.0 

112 

n.< 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

M2 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


AT-TTUOES  TOWARDS  OEVELORMENT  in  ROXauRT  SURVE" 
PILE    ROXSUP'   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/tSI    SURVEY 

VEl  MUCCINOS.PURSE  SNATCH 


CATECORv  LABEL 
VERY  SERIOUS 
SOMEWMA-  SERIOUS 
NO*  SERIOUS 
NC*  SURE 


iBSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT  1 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT 

313 

S9.T 

61.  1 

61.  1 

1S4 

24.0 

21.1 

92.7 

42 

6.  5 

7.3 

1OO.0 

S3 

S.l 

MISSING 

1O0.0 

142 

100.0 

100.0 

VA.ZD  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMCNT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATIOK  DATE  •  02/25/lSI    SURVEY 

Vi:  RACIAL  CONFLICT 


CATEGORY  LABE. 
VERY  SERIOUS 
SOMCWHA*  SERIOUS 
NOT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SURE 


iBSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCTl 

155 

24.  1 

27.5 

27.5 

200 

31  .2 

3S.5 

S3.  1 

201 

32.4 

31.1 

100.0 

TS 

12.3 

MISSING 

1O0.0 

142 

10O.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OEVELOPMEMT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 

V63  TRAPPIC  ACCIDENTS 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  SERIOUS 
SOMEWHAT  SERIOUS 
NC-  SERIOUS 
NC-  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCTl 

155 

24.  1 

27.5 

27.5 

217 

33.  1 

31.  5 

61.0 

192 

29  9 

34  .  0 

100.  0 

78 

'.2     ' 

MISSING 

100.0 

642 

100.0 

lOO.O 

VALID  CASES 


■IISSINC  CASES 


ATTITUDES  -OWARDS  OEVELOBMENT   IN  ROXBUBT  SURVEY 


95 


(CXEATIOK  0*TE  •  02/2S/IS) 


CATEGOe*  LABEL 
VEBV  SERIOUS 
SOMEWHAT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
OE     CREO 

RELATIVE 

PREO 

(PCT: 

ADJUSTED 
=REO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
FBEO 
(PCT 

1       2S7 

AO.O 

AT. 3 

47.3 

2.       1(5 

2a.( 

JA.l 

11  .4 

1.       101 

IS. 7 

1(.6 

100. 0 

a.     B> 

15. J 

MISSING 

1O0.0 

AL        t42 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


»T-:tuDES  towards  OEVELOPWENT  in  ROXBURT  SURVEI' 
fiLE    ROXBUHV   (CREATION  DATE  ■  02/25/BS)    SURVEY 

»ti  MAILBOX  TMCFT 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  SERI0U5 
SOHEWmaT  SERIOUS 
KC  SERIOUS 
NO'  SURE 

VALIC  CASES      5 


ABSOLITTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 

PREO 
(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 

PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT) 

191 

29. ( 

35.6 

3S.( 

1*9 

26.3 

31  .5 

(7.2 

n« 

27.4 

32. ( 

100.0 

106 

IS. 5 

MISSING 

100.0 

(42 

1OO.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/(S)    SURVEY 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  SERIOUS 
SOMEWHAT  SERIOUS 
HOT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

1(2 

2S.2 

32.9 

32.9 

1(2 

2(.3 

37.0 

(9.9 

1A( 

23.  1 

30.1 

too.o 

ISO 

23.4 

HISSING 

lOO.O 

(42 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


4T-ITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/(5)    SURVEY 

ve7        PROSTITUTION 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  SERIOUS 
SOMEWHAT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SERIOUS 
NOT  SURE 


BSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT  ) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

17» 

27.7 

34.1 

34.1 

1(3 

25.4 

31.1 

(6. 6 

171 

2(.  6 

33  4 

1OO.0 

130 

20.2 

MISSING 

100.0 

642 

lOO.O 

lOO.O 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SUHVE" 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/(S)    SURVEY 

vsa        WHITE  COLLAR  CRIME 


96 


CiTEOOH"  LABEL 
VERV  SERIOUS 
SOMEVMIT  SERIOUS 

NOT  SERIOUS 
NC  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
CREO 

RELATIVE 

PHEO 
(PCT) 

AOJUSTEO 
CRES 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT) 

145 

22.6 

30.  1 

30.  1 

164 

2S.  5 

14.0 

64.  1 

17- 

26.  S 

3S.9 

100.0 

'6C 

24.9 

MISSING 

100.0 

64: 

100.0 

100.0 

val:e  cases 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURV  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBUR''   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/ISi    SURVET 

VS9  CRIME  CHANCE  IN  i     VRS 


02/2S/IS  PAOE    T5 


CATESORv  LABEL 

INCREASED  QREATLV 

INCREASED  SOMEWHAT 
ABOUT  THE  S 

DECREASED  SOMEWHAT 

DECREASED  SREATLY 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREC 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT) 

260 

A0.5 

4$.  9 

4S.9 

IIS 

17.1 

20.3 

id 

loa 

16.6 

16.0 

tS.2 

72 

11.2 

12.7 

67.9 

12 

1  .9 

2.1 

100.0 

7S 

11.7 

MISSING 

100.0 

L      642 

100.0 

100.0 

val:d  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  Ih 
PILE    ROXBUR r   (CREATION  DATE  ■ 

V70        VIOLENT  CRlME-rou 


ROXBURT  SURVEY 
02/2S/65I    SURVEY 


02/2S/>S  PAGE    7E 


CATEGORY  LABEL 


ABSOLUTE 
PREe 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT  ] 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT) 

134 

20.9 

22.7 

22.7 

4SE 

71.0 

77.3 

100.0 

S2 

1.  1 

MISSING 

lOO.O 

642 

1OO.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/aS)    SURVEY 

V71         CRIME-YOUR  PROP 


02/2S/1S  PACE 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
YES 


ABSOLUTE 
PREC 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREC 
(PCT) 

264 

41.1 

44.7 

44.7 

327 

SO.  9 

95.3 

100.0 

51 

7.9 

MISSING 

100.0 

642 

1OO.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


t*:TUOES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 

:,.£    R0X8UO-   ■CREA-tON  DATE  ■  02/25/85  i    SURVEY 


02/25/65  PAGE    78 


CHIME-PAMI." 


CATEGORY  LABEL 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT  1 

ADJUSTED 
CREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

2o: 

31  S 

34.  2 

34  2 

369 

60.  6 

65  S 

100.0 

97 


val:s  cases 


1.        SI 

T.« 

m:ss:nc 

TOTAL        t42 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSIMC  CASES 

51 

*t-:tuoes  towards  development  in  rox»u»t  survey 

eiLE    ROXBURl   {CREATION  OATE  •  02/2S/«5)    SURVEY 
V7;        E^^EC'-HACE  RELAT10W5 


CATECORV  LAIE. 

OREA- 

AVERAOE 

INSIONirjCANT 
NOT  SURE 


AgSOLUTE 
PHEC 

RELATIVE 

FREO 

(PCT  1 

ADJUSTED 
TREO 

IPCT) 

CUN 

FRES 
(PCT) 

271 

A2.A 

4».7 

At.T 

15t 

2<.t 

2t.9 

7S.9 

lis 

20.1 

23.  1 

100.0 

t3 

12. » 

MISSING 

10C.0 

»A2 

100.0 

100.0 

VA.ID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
^IL:    ROXBUR"   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/26/ti<    SURVEY 

V71        ADEQUATE  EDUC  I    TRNC 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VER«  AOESUATE 
ADEQUATE 

SOMEWHA'  ADEQUATE 
NOT  AOESUATE 

NOT  SURE 


•aSOLUTE 
E     eREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

1  PC-  1 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 

(PCT1 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

7- 

11  1 

12.  5 

11. S 

we 

22.7 

21.1 

sa.s 

122 

19.0 

21  .6 

59.9 

S27 

3S.A 

10.  1 

lOO.O 

76 

1  1  .1 

MISSING 

tOO.O 

VALID  CASES 


TOTAL      SA2      100.0 
MISSING  CASES     76 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBUR"  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  OATE  •  02/2S/(S)    SURVEY 

V75        POLICE  PROTECTION 


CATESORY  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

QOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
C     PREO 

RELATIVE 

PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(OCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT 

36 

s.s 

6.3 

6.3 

1  11 

17.1 

20.0 

26.  3 

217 

33.1 

3t.O 

tl.3 

130 

20.2 

22.9 

•  7.0 

71 

11.5 

13.0 

100.0 

71 

11.1 

MISSING 

1O0.0 

L      S12 

lOO.O 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
'•IlE    ROXBUOY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/iS)    SURVEY 

V76  S'lBE  BBOTEC"ION 


CATEGORY  . 
VERY  GOOD 
GOOD 
AVERAGE 


ABSOLUTE 
=  REO 

PREO 

(PCT 

99 

15.1 

239 

37.2 

113 

21.  5 

RELATIVE  ADJUSTED  CUM 
CREO  PREO 
(PCT)      (PCT) 


98 


•AC 

VCRV    SAO 
NOT    SURE 

val:d  cases 


A. 

32 

5.0 

s.s 

17 

4 

5. 

15 

2.3 

2.6 

100 

0 

9. 

74 

11.5 

MISSING 

100 

0 

TOTAL 

(42 

1OO.0 

100.0 

MISSING 

CASES 

74 

ATTITUDES  TOXARCS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  HOXeURT  SURVEY 
''ILE    ROXIURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/tSI    SURVEY 

V7T        CARBAOE  COLLECTION 


C2/2S/t5  PACE    13 


CATEGORY  LASEL 

VERY  OOOC 

0000 

AVERAGE 

BAC 

VER"  »AD 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     »R£0 

RELATIVE 
FREO 
(PCT) 

AOJUSTEO 
FREC 
(PCT) 

CUM 

FREO 
(RCTl 

It 

13.7 

15.2 

1S.2 

232 

3i.  1 

4O.0 

IS. 2 

lit 

23.2 

2S.7 

<0.« 

t4 

10.0 

11  .0 

91  .9 

47 

7.3 

I.  1 

100.0 

62 

S.7 

HISSING 

100.0 

L      (42 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


KISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   ICREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/1SI    SURVEY 


STREET  CLEANING 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  GOOD 


RELATIVE 

ABSOLUTE     PREO 
FHEO        (PCTl 


02/25/tS  PACE    14 


ADJUSTED  CUM 
FRED  FRES 
(PCT)      (PCTl 


0000 
AVERAGE 


VERY  BAO 
NOT  SURE 


73 

11.4 

12.6 

16.3 

142 

22.  1 

24.6 

40.1 

1(2 

29.9 

33.2 

74.0 

ISO 

23.4 

2S.0 

100.0 

(4 

10.0 

MISSING 

10O.0 

(42 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


HISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/tSI    SURVEY 

V79        PARKINS  1  TRAFFIC  CONTROL 


02/25/15  PAGE    (5 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAO 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
FREO 

(PCT) 

23 

3.6 

4.  1 

4.  1 

105 

16.4 

11. 6 

22.6 

1(7 

29.  1 

33.0 

S5.7 

131 

21  .  5 

24.4 

(0.0 

113 

17.6 

20.0 

100.0 

76 

11.1 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

L      (42 

1OC.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


HISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  BOXBUPY  SURVE" 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/r5/(5l    SURVEY 


STREET  LIGHTING 


RELATIVE   ADJUSTED 


02/2S/1S  PAQE    16 


99 


C*TEOO>>«  LAtZ'. 

VERV  SOOO 

3000 

JtVERAOE 

B*C 

VEX"  BAC 

MOT  SURE 


•tSOLUTE 
E     SBCO 

r»eo 

(PCT) 

mEO 

IPCT) 

IPCT) 

45 

T.O 

7.T 

7  7 

W2 

22.  1 

2'.' 

32.  I 

161 

25.  1 

27. S 

SB. 7 

13t 

21  .  S 

23.7 

13.4 

97 

IS.  1 

16.5 

10O.0 

59 

9.2 

MISSING 

100.0 

L      M2 

100.0 

100.0 

viLiC  CASES 


'ISSINC  CASES 


4T-ITUOE5  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMenT  IN  ROXBURV  SURVEV 
flLE    ROXiUR»   (CRE*TTON  DATE  •  02/25/65)    SURVET 

VI 1         HEALTH  CARE 


02/25/65  PACE    67 


CATECORV  LABEL 

VEPi'  SOOO 

SOOO 

AyERACE 

•AO 

VEB*  BA3 

NOT  SURE 


AtSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREC 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

PREO 
(PCTl 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

74 

11.5 

13.2 

13.2 

201 

31  .3 

3S.6 

46.9 

161 

26.2 

29.9 

71.6 

75 

11.7 

13.3 

12.2 

44 

6.9 

7.6 

1OO.0 

60 

12.  5 

MISSING 

100.0 

L      642 

100.0 

lOO.O 

MISSING  CASES 


AT-ITUDE5  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  In  ROXkUBT  SURVEi' 
CILE    ROXBUR"   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15  1    SURVEV 


02/25/65  B4SE    66 


PUBLIC  SCHOOLS 


CATEOORV  LABEL 

VERT  GOOD 

OOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERT  BAD 

NO-  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREC 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT 

24 

3.7 

4.5 

4.  S 

91 

14.2 

16.9 

21  .4 

116 

30.6 

3S.  9 

66.3 

133 

20.7 

24.6 

S3.  1 

91 

14.2 

16.  9 

100.0 

105 

16.4 

MISSING 

lOO.O 

L      642 

100.0 

10C.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURr  SURVET 
PILE    ROXBURT   (CRE»TIOh  DATE  •  02/25/65  I    SURVEV 


02/25/65  PAGE    69 


CATEOORV  LABEL 

VEST  OOOD 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAG 

VEBT  BAC 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PRES 

RELATIVE 

PREO 
(PCT  1 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREB 

(PCT) 

40 

6.2 

7  ,  4 

7.4 

160 

24.  9 

29.6 

37.0 

167 

29.  1 

34.6 

71  .  5 

IOC 

1  S.6 

11.5. 

90.0 

54 

6  4 

10.0 

ICXl.O 

10' 

1  5,  •" 

HISSING 

100.0 

642 

100.0 

lOO.O 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


100 


ATTITUOCS  TOWASOS  DEVELOPMENT  in  DOXauHr  SUDVCr 
riLX    ROXaUDT   ICBE«t:on  date  •  02/2S/ISl    SURVEY 

v(4      PUBLi:  transpodtation 


CATECOPx  .ABE. 
VERv  COOO 

cooc 

AVERAOE 
BAD 

VERY  BAD 
NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
fREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FREC 
(PCTl 

CUM 

FREO 

(PCT) 

E2 

S.7 

10. i 

10. » 

17a 

27.  1 

30.4 

A1  .2 

1*2 

2*. 3 

31  .« 

72.9 

90 

lA.O 

IS. 7 

tt.7 

65 

10.  1 

n  .3 

1OO.0 

6S 

10.7 

MISSING 

100.0 

W2 

100.0 

100.0 

VAl:D  CASES 


missing  CASES 


AT-ITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  I 
fILE    aOXBURT   (CREATION  DATE 

VIS        SNOW  REMOVAL 


ROXBURV  sunvCT 
02/2S/I5)    SURVEY 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERY  COOO 

COOO 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT  1 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREC 

(PCT  ) 

27 

A. 2 

A. 7 

A. 7 

126 

19.  6 

21.1 

26. S 

162 

2S.2 

21.0 

S4.S 

1A2 

22.  1 

2A.6 

79.  1 

121 

16. S 

20.9 

100.0 

6' 

10.0 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

L      i*2 

100. C 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES     6A 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IK 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  > 

Vt$        ARTS. CULT  PAClLITItS 


ROXBURT  SURVEY 
02/2S/(5)    SURVEY 


CATEOORY  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FREQ 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

26 

A.O 

4.< 

A.i 

102 

15.9 

19.0 

23.1 

1*3 

2*.  5 

3A.0 

57.  » 

152 

23.7 

21.3 

te.1 

75 

11.7 

13.9 

1OO.0 

10A 

16.2 

MISSING 

lOC.O 

«A2 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


HISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/iSl    SURVEY 

VI7         PARKS. PLAYGROUNDS 


CATEGORY  .ABE. 

VERY  GOOD 

COOC 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 

NO-  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
=aEO 

RELATIVE 
SPEC 

■nc- 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

CUM 
PREO 

IPC- 

25 

3.  9 

4.4 

4  4 

100 

IS.  6 

17.6 

22.0 

165 

25  ■> 

29.0 

51  .  1 

195 

30.4 

34.3 

65. 4 

63 

12.9 

14.5 

'OO.O 

74 

11.5 

MISSING 

■00.0 

101 


VALID  CASES 


TOTAL       142 
MISSING  CASES 


A'TITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  In  aoXSURT  SUHVET 
f:l£    R0XBU<)«   (CREATION  DATE  •  OZ/ZS/ISI    SURVEY 

VSt        CHILD  CARE  SERVICES 


CATECOR"  LASE. 

veB>'  oooc 
sooo 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERT  MO 
MOT  SURE 

VALIC  CASES 


AaSOLUTE 
«REO 

RELATIVE 

BREC 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
fREO 

(PCT) 

33 

5.1 

e.i 

S.« 

109 

17,0 

22.  3 

29.  1 

IK 

30.  a 

40.6 

IS. 7 

103 

1t.O 

21.1 

10. 1 

45 

T.O 

I.Z 

1OO.0 

1S4 

24.0 

MISSING 

100.0 

t4: 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURV  SURVEY 
'ILE    ROXBURV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/lS)    SURVEY 

VIS        JOB  TRNC  PROGRAMS 


CATEOOB''  LABE. 
VER>  COOC 
GOOD 
AVERAGE 


RELATIVE  ADJUSTED  CUM 
*REO  PREO  PREO 
(PCT)       (PCT)      (PCT) 


22.3 
S4.I 


BAD 

VEB'  BAD 
NOT  SURE 

VALIC  CASES 


111 

25.9 

32.  5 

IT.  1 

It 

10.3 

11.  1 

100.0 

131 

20.4 

MISSING 

100.0 

TOTAL      142      10O.0      100.0 
MISSING  CASES    131 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURV  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/l$)    SURVEY 

VIC        ELDERLY  PROGRAMS 


CATEGORY  LABEL 
VERY  GOOD 
GOOD 
AVERAGE 

BAC 

VERY  BAD 

NOT  SURE 

VALID  CASES 


02/25/15 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
IPCT) 

ADJUSTED 

FREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

44 

S.9 

9.  1 

9.  1 

122 

11.0 

25.3 

34.4 

152 

23.7 

31.  5 

15.1 

115 

17.9 

23.1 

IS.I 

50 

7.1 

10.4 

100.0 

159 

24.1 

HISSING 

100.0 

L      142 

100.0 

1O0  0 

MISSING  CASES 


4T-:tuOE5  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  I 
^:lE    ROXBUPv   (CREATION  DATE 

V9^         PUBLIC  HOUSING 
CATEGORY  .ABEL  COC 


ROXBURV  SURVEY 

02/25/15.    SURVEY 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

PREO 

-REO 

PREO 

PREO 

(PCT  ) 

(PCT  1 

IPCT 

102 


cooc 

SAC 

vEBv  a*s 

NO-  SURE 


10 

i.3 

11.1 

13.5 

13S 

21  .0 

25.  0 

31.6 

19« 

30. ( 

36.7 

75.3 

133 

20.7 

2*.  7 

1OC.0 

103 

16.0 

HISSING 

100.0 

H2 

1O0.0 

100.0 

MISSING  CASES 


AT-:tuDES  TOXiRCS  OEVELOPMENT  in  ROXBURV  SURVEr 
riLE    ROXBUPY   (CREATION  MTE  ■  02/2S/iS)    SURVCV 

VS:        WELFARE  SERVICES 


02/25/15  PACE    9S 


CATECOBi'  LABE. 

VERY  OOOC 

SOOC 

AVERAGE 

BAC 

VERY  BAD 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E            PREO 

RELATIVE 

PREO 

(PCT) 

AOJUSTCD 
PREB 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PBEO 
(PCT 

20 

3.1 

A. 5 

4.5 

10 

12.5 

11.  1 

22.6 

ISO 

24.9 

31.2 

51.1 

1  17 

11.2 

IC.S 

15.3 

6! 

10.  1 

14.7 

10O.0 

200 

31.2 

MISSING 

100.0 

L               642 

100.0 

100.0 

VALIC  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


>"T:TU0ES  towards  development  in  HOXBUR"  SURVE'* 
'ILE    ROXBUPv   ICREATIOK  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 


CITy  AOMIN. BUREAUCRACT 


RELATIVE   AOUUSTED 


02/25/15  PACE    9S 


CATECORV  LABEL 

VERV  GOOD 

COOC 

AVERAaE 

BAD 

VERT  BAD 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E            PREO 

PREO 
(PCT) 

PREO 
(PCT) 

PREO 
(PCT 

11 

Z.I 

3.5 

3.5 

105 

16.4 

20.6 

24.2 

205 

31  .9 

40.3 

64.4 

132 

20.6 

25. S 

90.4 

49 

7.6 

9.6 

lOO.O 

133 

20.7 

MISSING 

100.0 

L                  642 

100.0 

1OO.0 

VALID  CASES 


4ISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 

V94         COMMUNITY  COLLEGES 


02/25/15  PAGE   1(X> 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 

NO-  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT) 

44 

6.  9 

1.3 

1.3 

152 

23.7 

21.6 

36.1 

111 

21.2 

34.0 

70.  9 

111 

11.4 

22.2 

93.0 

37 

S.l 

7.0 

lOO.O 

1  10 

17.1 

MISSING 

lOO.O 

642 

100.0 

100.0 

<:ssiNC  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    OOXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 


02/25/15  PAGE   101 


103 


f»FO«T-»ED    GOVT 


CATEOeilr    UkSEL 
VCI>«    OOOB 
GOOC 
AVERASE 

*AC 

VEP"    SAS 

NO*    SURE 


»«SOLUTE 
'BEC 

RELATIVE 
CREC 
IPCT) 

ADJUSTED 
CREO 

IPCTI 

CUM 
FREO 
(PCT 

11 

1.3 

3.  9 

3.  9 

75 

11.3 

14.  i 

11.4 

100.0 


MISSING 

100.0 


100. c 
100.0 


VA1.IC    CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXIUR«  SURVET 
riLE    ROXiUR'   ICREATION  DATE  .  02/2i/«5 I    SUHVE* 

Vi6        E»POBT-STATE  SOVT 


PACE   102 


CATEOOPv  LABEt. 
VERv  600C 
GOOD 
AVERAGE 

•AC 

VER*  BAC 
NOT  SURE 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

PREO 

PREB 

PREO 

PREB 

(PCT  ) 

(PCT) 

(PCT 

i<ISSINC 

10C.0 


100. c 
100.0 


VALID  CASES 


KISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  in  ROXBURT  SURVE" 
PILE    ROXBURIr   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/IS  I    SURVET 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

GOOD 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAD 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREC 

(PCT; 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT 

25 

3.* 

A. 6 

A.  6 

125 

19.  5 

22.  9 

27.  A 

227 

35.  A 

^^ .  5 

ft.  9 

122 

19.0 

22.3 

91  .2 

At 

7.S 

(.  1 

100.  0 

95 

1A.« 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

L       SA2 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


HISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/tS I    SURVEY 


PAGE   10A 


EFPORT-BRA 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

GOOC 

AVERAGE 

BAC 

VERY  SAC 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

PREO 
IPCT) 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT 

15 

2.3 

3.0 

3.0 

12 

12.4 

16.6 

19.  6 

19£ 

3c.  e 

40.  1 

59.  1 

13C 

20.2 

26.  3 

96.0 

S9 

10.  •> 

14.0 

100.0 

lAt 

23.  ■ 

MISSING 

100.  0 

L      8A2 

100.0 

100.0 

VA.ID  CASES 


4Iss:nc  cases 


104 


ATTITUOeS  TOWARDS  De¥ELO»««ENT  IN  ROXSUOr  SUHVET 
FILE    ROXtUB«   I  CREATION  CMTE  •  0Z/Z5/ISI    SURVEY 

V99         E*cORT.ao>  CO<a<  LEADERS 


CATECOR>'  LAtEL 

VER1'  SOOO 

CDOC 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERV  SAC 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREC 

RELATIVE 
FREC 

(PCTI 

ADJUSTED 

PREC 
(PCT) 

CUM 
BREO 

(PCT 

47 

7.3 

t.l 

t.l 

172 

ZS.I 

32.3 

41  .2 

210 

32.7 

39.  S 

10. S 

71 

12.  1 

1A.7 

IS. 3 

25 

3.9 

4.7 

100.0 

110 

17.  1 

MtSSIMQ 

lOO.O 

L      tA2 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTTTUOES  TOWARDS  OEVELOMIENT  IN  ROXtURT  SURVEV 
FILE    ROXiUR"   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/1S)    SURVEY 

VIOO       EFFORT-ROX  RESIDENTS 


PACE   106 


CATEGORY  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

GOOC 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAC 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
FREC 

RELATIVE 
FREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 

FREO 
(PCT) 

cu« 

FREO 
(PCT 

3( 

S.9 

S.9 

6.9 

126 

19.  6 

22.  S 

29.1 

227 

3S.4 

41  .3 

71.- 

127 

19.1 

23.  1 

94.2 

32 

S.O 

5.1 

100.0 

92 

14.3 

MISSING 

lOO.O 

VALID  CASES 


TOTAL      (42      100.0 
MISSING  CASES     92 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/iS>    SURVEY 

V101        EFFORT-YOURSELF 


PAGE   107 


CATEB0B1'  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

0000 

AVERAGE 

BAD 

VERY  BAC 

NOT  SURE 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 

(PCT) 

AOJUSTEO 
FREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 

FREO 
(PCT) 

91 

14.2 

16.3 

16.3 

146 

22.7 

26.  1 

42.4 

235 

36.  6 

42.0 

14.4 

69 

10.7 

12.3 

96.1 

1« 

2.1 

3.2 

100.0 

13 

12.9 

MISSING 

100.0 

L      642 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  ■  02/25/15  1    SURVEY 

V102         EFCOBT. URBAN  RENEWAL 


PAGE   101 


CATEGOB"  .ABEL 
VERY  GOOD 
GOOD 
AVERAGE 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUN 

ABSOLUTE 

FREO 

FREO 

FREO 

FREO 

(PCT) 

(PCT) 

(PCT 

105 


VERY  SAO 
NOT  SURE 


V«t.!0  CASES      4(( 


4. 

13 

li.9 

IT.O 

•4.5 

i. 

27 

1.2 

5.5 

100.0 

9. 

1t< 

24.0 

MISSING 

100. c 

TOTAL 

t*2 

1OO.0 

100. 0 

ISSINC 

CASES 

1S4 

ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OCVELORMENT  IK  ROXauRV  SURVEY 
PILE    ROX»UH»   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/i5)    SURVE» 

V103     ep»ort-c:tv  re  pub  mous 


PACE   109 


CATECOBV  LABEL 

VERY  GOOD 

OOOC 

AVERAGE 

•AD 

VERY  SAO 

NO-  SURE 


AISOLUTE 
E     PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCTl 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCX) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT 

23 

3.6 

4.3 

4.3 

13 

12.1 

IS. 7 

20.0 

1S5 

24.  1 

2S.3 

41.3 

lie 

2S.0 

35.2 

•  4.  ! 

12 

12.1 

15.5 

100.0 

1  13 

17.6 

MISSING 

100.0 

L        (42 

100.0 

1O0.0 

VAlIC  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


»■■- 7TU0ES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
'ILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 


resp-c:ty  gov- 


CATECORY  LABEL 


relative   ADJUSTED     CUM 
ABSOLUTE     PREO       PREC      PREO 

PREO        (PCT)       (PCT)      (PCT) 


YES 

HISSING 


va;.ID  cases 


total      142 
MISSING  CASES 


4S.2  57.4  100.0 
14.2  MISSING  100.0 
100.0      100.0 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/1SI    SURVEY 

V10S       RESP-BRA 


CATEOORY  LABEL 


VES 

HISSING 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCT) 

CU« 
PREO 

(PCT 

3*4 

61  .4 

71  .  5 

71  .5 

1S7 

24.  5 

21.5 

1OO.0 

91 

14.2 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

142 

100.0 

1O0.0 

VALID  CASES      551 


KISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 

V106       RESP-PEO. STATE 


CATEGORY  ^A8£. 


EO  ' 

39.  9 

MISSING 

'00.0 


100.0 
100.0 


106 


VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


AT-TTUOES  TOWABOS  OEVELOPMEMT  Ih  noxauar  SURVEY 
CILE    BOXBUBv   ICPEATION  SATE  •  02/25/ISl    SUBVEV 

V107       RESP-NEIO*-  -EAOEBS 


YES 
MISSINC 


CODE 

AISOLUTE 

FBEC 

BELATIVE 
PBEO 

(PCTI 

aojuste: 

FBEO 
<PC-1 

CUM 
FBEO 

(PCT 

0. 

330 

51  .4 

59.9 

59.9 

221 

3i.d 

AC.  1 

100.0 

9 

•OTAL 

91 
tA2 

M.2 
100.0 

MISSINC 
100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSINC  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOIKAROS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  BOXBUB>  SURVEY 
flLE    ROXauR'   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/I5I    SURVEY 

V10(       RESP-BOX  RESIDENTS 


YES 
MISSING 


ASSOLUTE 
PREO 

BELATIVE 
PBEC 

(PCTI 

ADJUSTED 
PBE13 

(PCT  1 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT 

3A6 

53.  9 

62.  ( 

E2.> 

20! 

31  .  9 

37.2 

100.0 

91 

w.  2 

MISSINC 

100.0 

6il 

1O0.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


HISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OEVElOBMENT  In  ROXBURY  SURVEY 


(CREATION  DATE 


BESP-NEIQH  BUSINESS 


CATECOR"  LABEL 


YES 

MISSINC 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCTI 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

ATI 

7A.  5 

(S.t 

(6.  1 

73 

11, A 

13.2 

1OO.0 

91 

1A.2 

MISSINC 

100.0 

6A2 

1OO.0 

lOO.O 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/951    SURVEY 

VI 10       RESP-SOC  SERV  ACEN 


CATEGORY  LABEL 


YES 

MISSINC 


ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCTI 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 

(PCTI 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT  ) 

A95 

T7.  1 

IS.t 

•  9.I 

SE 

«.7 

10.2 

10C.0 

91 

W.2 

MISSINC 

100.0 

H2 

100.0 

1OO.0 

VALID  CASES 


<ISSINC  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IM  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/95)    SURVEY 

VI 11        BESP-COMM  CROUPS 


107 


CATEOOR'  LAIEL 


Yes 

MZSSINC 


CODE 

AtSOLUTE 

FREO 

RELATIVE 
FBEO 

(PCT) 

AO  JUS  TED 
FREE 

(PCT  1 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT 

0. 

44) 

St.  7 

to.o 

10.  0 

1. 

1  10 

17.  1 

20.0 

100.0 

s. 

91 

1A.2 

MISSING 

100.0 

■OTAI. 

H2 

100.3 

100.0 

VAl:D  CASES      551 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  in  ROXSURT  SURVET 
PILE    ROXBURT   tCHEATIOM  DATE  •  02/ZS/iSl    SURVEY 

V 1 1 2       RESB'CHURCNES 


CATEOORi'  LABEL 


YES 
MISSING 


ABSOLUTE 
PREB 

RELATIVE 
PREO 

(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREC 

(PCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

A27 

tt.S 

•n.i 

TT.S 

124 

1C.3 

12. i 

100.0 

9: 

14.2 

MISSING 

100.0 

(42 

100.0 

100.0 

VALIB  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OEVELORMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBUBV   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/tS)    SURVEY 


VI 13       RESB-RRESS. TV 


CATEGORY  LABEL 


RELATIVE  ADJUSTED  CUM 

PREO       PREC  PREO 

( PCT 1       ( PCT  )  ( PCT ) 

79.  1        92. 2  92.2 

e.7        7.«  100.0 


VALID  CASES 


TOTAL      S42 
MtSSIMS  CASES 


MISSING 
100.0 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELORMCNT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/SS)    SURVEY 

VI 14       RESP-BUSIN  OUTSIDE 


CATEGORY  LABEL 


YES 
MISSING 


ABSOLUTE 

PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
PREO 
(PCT  > 

CUM 
PREO 

(PCT) 

439 

(1.4 

79.7 

79.7 

112 

17.4 

20.3 

10O.0 

91 

14.2 

MISSING 

100.0 

642 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/li I    SURVEY 

VI  IS       SEX 


CATECOB'.  LABEL 


VALID  CASES      573 


CODE 

absolute 
pre: 

RELATIVE 
PREC 
(PC-  ' 

ADJUSTED 
CREO 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

1. 

225 

35. C 

39.  3 

39.3 

2. 

34( 

54.2 

60.7 

100.0 

9. 

69 

10.7 

MISSING 

100.0 

TOTAL 

642 

100.0 

lOC.O 

HISSING 

CASES 

69 

108 


ATTITUDES  TOWABDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  SOX»U»v  SUBVEV 
^ILE    «OX«UPT   ICSEATION  DATE  •  02/25/tS)    SUBVEY 


BASE   1 22 


CATECOB^r  LABEL. 

H-24 

25-3* 

3S-AJ 

SS-6* 


ABSOLUTE 
FBEC 

RELATIVE 
fREO 
IBCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FBEO 
(PCTl 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCTl 

133 

20.7 

23.6 

23.6 

1S2 

25.2 

2a.  S 

S2.* 

15 

1A.( 

16.  9 

(9.3 

55 

1.  E 

9.1 

79.0 

■2 

9.7 

11  .0 

90.  1 

S6 

1.7 

9.9 

1OO.0 

79 

12.3 

MISSING 

100.0 

t42 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OEVELOBMENT  IN  ROXBURV  SURVE« 
PILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/15)    SURVEY 


PACE   123 


CATEOOB'  LABEL 

BLACK 

WHITE 

HISPANIC 

ASIAN 

NATIVE  AMERICAN 


RELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

PREO 

TREC 

PHEC 

PREC 

(PCT  1 

(PCT) 

(PCT 

i.t 

0.3 
2.5 


td  .  1 
(9.6 

90.0 
92.9 


CAPE  VERDEAN 

HAITIAN 

OTHER 

NO  ANSWER 

VALID  CASES 


c. 

14 

2.2 

2.5 

95.1 

7. 

5 

0.1 

0.9 

96.2 

i. 

21 

3.3 

3.7 

1OO.0 

9. 

12 

12. a 

MISSING 

100.0 

TOTAL 

(42 

100.0 

100.0 

MISSING 

CASES 

(2 

ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURY   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/(5)    SURVEY 

VI 1(       LIVE  IN  ROXBURY 


CATEGORY 
YES 


CODE 

ABSOLUTE 
PREO 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT  ) 

ADJUSTED 

PREO 
(PCT) 

CUM 

PREO 
(PCT) 

1  . 

521 

(1  .2 

90.9 

90.  9 

2. 

52 

(.  1 

9.  1 

10O.0 

9. 

•OTAL 

(9 

(42 

10.7 
1OO.0 

MISSING 

100.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
PILE    ROXBUOY   ICBEATION  DATE  ■  02/25/(5)    SUBVEY 

yilS       YBS  .:vE  :n  ooXBUB" 


CATEGOB"  LABEL 


BELATIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

PREO 

PREO 

PREO 

PREO 

(PCT  , 

(PCTl 

(PCT 

109 


N.*. .NOT     ROX     DESIOCH 
MISSINC 


v*l::  cases    si3 


4. 

103 

It 

0 

20.  1 

•o.« 

s. 

IT 

7 

3 

9.2 

lOO.C 

•«. 

SO 

7 

i 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

IS. 

TS 
S42 

11 

3 

MISSING 

100.0 

lOO.O 

TOTAL 

100 

0 

MISSING 

CASES 

129 

4TTITU0ES  TOWARDS  DEVELO»MEMT  IN  ROXiURT  SURVEY 
fILE    ROX«UR»   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/iSl    SURVET 


CATESORT  LAtEL 

rES 


AISOLUTE 
SREC 

RELATIVE 
PREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FREB 
(PCT) 

CUM 
PREO 
(PCT 

3*i 

56.7 

13.  e 

63. C 

201 

J2.A 

36.4 

100.0 

70 

10.  9 

MISSING 

100.0 

m 

10O.0 

100.0 

VALID  CASES      572 


MISSING  CASES 


kTT:TUOES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXtURV  SURVET 
rtLE    ROXBURT   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/25/iSi    SURVET 

VI 2-        WORK  IN  ROXBURT 


RAGE   127 


NOT  EMPLOreO 


ABSOLUTE 
fREO 

RELATIVE 
FREC 
IPCT  ) 

ADJUSTED 
tREC 

(PCT  ) 

CUM 

FREO 
(PCT 

106 

IE.  5 

29.4 

29.4 

254 

39.  E 

70.6 

lOO.O 

209 

32.  E 

MISSING 

lOO.O 

VALID  CASES 


TOTAL      6*2 
MISSING  CASES 


MISSING 
100.0 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  DEVELOPMENT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVET 
riLE    ROXBURT   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/IS)    SURVEY 

VI 22       VRS  WORK  IN  ROXBURT 


CATESORT  LABEL 


6-10 

1  1-12 

13-20 

>  20 

N.A.NOT  EMPLOTED.WO 

MISSING 


ABSOLUTE 
E     FREO 

RELATIVE 
FREO 
(PCT) 

ADJUSTED 
FREO 

(PCT) 

CUM 

FREO 
(PCT 

13 

2.0 

12.6 

12. E 

14 

2.2 

13.6 

26.2 

It 

2.1 

17.5 

43.7 

23 

3.E 

22.3 

66.0 

6 

0.9 

S.t 

71. t 

19 

3.0 

16.4 

»0.3 

10 

1  .  E 

9.7 

100.0 

A60 

TT  ,  7 

MISSING 

10C.0 

79 

12.3 

MISSING 

1OO.0 

L      642 

1O0.0 

1(X3.0 

VA.IC  CASES 


4ISSINC  CASES 


UDES  -OWAROS  DEVElOPMEN-  ! 
ROXBURT   I  cheat: OK  DATE 


ROXBUPT  SUPVEt 
02/25/65J    SURVET 


nEL«TIVE 

ADJUSTED 

CUM 

ABSOLUTE 

FREO 

FREC 

FREO 

ODE 

FREQ 

IPCT 

•  PCT  , 

(PCT 

110 


0-M  ,  i9« 
12.000-2* 
25.000- 
NOT  SURE 


2S2 
1(S 


3S 

%0.i 

SO. 4 

2t 

37.  C 

«7.i 

S 

12.6 

1OO.0 

A 

MISSINC 

1OO.0 

17 

MISSING 
1OC.0 

100.0 

100 

a 

val:5  cases 


HISSING  CASES 


AT-tTUOES  TOWARDS  OE¥ELO»*ieNr  In  ROXBURY  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURV   (CREATION  DATE  •  OZ/ZS/ISI    SURVEY 

V12<       SOURCE  or  INFO 


CATEOORY  LABEL 
QLOBE 

HERALD 

BANNER 

TV 

RADIO 

CHURCH 

COMM  ORG 

WORD  OF  MOUTH 

BOSTON  CITY  MALL 

EMT.REC  FAC 

OTMEO 

NOT  SURE 


0 

ABSOLUTE 

FREO 

RELATIVE 

FREO 
(PCTl 

AOJUSTEO 
FREO 
(RCT) 

CUM 

FREO 
(PCT 

19 

1C.7 

12.7 

12.7 

Si 

(.i 

9.S 

ZZ.6 

*» 

7.6 

9.0 

31  .C 

12 

12.6 

15.0 

A6.5 

f 

0.9 

1.1 

J7.7 

t 

1  .2 

1  .5 

49.2 

4S 

7.0 

a. 3 

S7.4 

W1 

22.  0 

25.  9 

«3.3 

7 

1.1 

1  .3 

•A.  6 

2 

0.3 

O.i 

95.0 

t: 

12. < 

15.0 

10O.0 

97 

15.1 

MISSING 

100.0 

S42 

10O.0 

100.0 

VALIS. CASES 


MISSING  CASES 


111 


APPENDIX  B 


Crosstabulations 


112 


113 


«TT!Tuocs  ToaAKOs  ocvc.oPMCNT   :n  Koxsua^'  suavi^ 
*lLt       aoxauHr      (cacATiOM  mte   •  02/zs/iiJ        sua«c>' 

....>•.•..••  CKOSS'^A 

V21  0<m    HOME 


»u«Llc  tb»m$pobtat:oh 


•  kOE  2 


RACE         ^     OF 


tvr><r    SOO    OOOB 


avCKACE       MO 


-c- 

»c-  : 

2.: 

3. : 

« 

S. 

13 

i3 

IT    I 

3C 

It 

1.7 

2i.  9 

j:.  5  : 

2C.  • 

10.- 

21.0 

It  -r     : 

2S.I   ) 

33.3 

2*.e 

2.  : 

2.3 

?.  5   I 

•  .:  : 

S.2 

2.1 

49 

131  I 

13S   I 

10 

iS 

11  .  • 

30.1 

31 .»  : 

11.2 

•  1  .6 

T».0 

?$.3  : 

■n.i     : 

•  •.7 

■n.i 

-i 

........ 

22.1  : 

23. t   ] 

10.5 

i.i 

TOTAL  10.1  30.1 

0'  HISSING  oasiavATioNS  • 


«tt:tuocs  toimiiss  ocvtLOM«NT   IN  Roxauar  tumtv 

riLE    KOXSUMT   (CKCATISM  DATE  •  Ol/ZS/II)    SUMVCT 


•ACE     3 


tWrOKT -ItO*    RCSIOCNTS 


>ACZ  1  or 


COUNT 

BOW  »C- 


IVtBT  000  OOOO 


AvcaAct     SAO 


TO-  BC- 

'■ 

2. 

3. 

4- 

5. 

,  . 

IS 

33 

•  1 

21 

S 

10.  5 

15.  • 

«2.7 

20.3 

3.5 

31.5 

2C.2 

2t.> 

21.1 

IS. 6 

2.7 

CO 

S.3 

0.  > 

2. 

23 

•3 

1(1 

•  • 

27 

5.7 

22. > 

40.* 

24.  I 

(.( 

•0.5 

73.  » 

73.  1 

T7.2 

»4.4 

. 

4.3 

It.  i 

30.2 

17. » 

4.1 

NUM«(R    or    HtSSINQ    OaSIBVATIOMS 


ArrlTUOCS    TOaiABOS    OCVCLOmCNT    IN    MOXauBT    SUKVCT 
*IL£         •OXauRi'       mEATION    OATE    •    02/2S/tSI  SURVCT 

•     •••••••••••••••••  CBOSSTAI 


V24 


0«N    NOME 


B«S»-»eD. STATE 


BACE      1    or 


V24 
TtS 

COUNT 

ao»  BCT 

COL  »CT 
TOT  »CT 

I  NO 

I         0. 

TtS 

B0« 

TOTAL 

2. 

COLUMN 
TOTAL 

:    11 
:  t(.2 

I  21.0 

I    17.4 

41 

33.  t 

22.3 

i.  1 

I     14S 
[   2t.3 

NO 

I    235 
1   57.  » 

I    71.0 
I    42.  t 

171 
42.  1 

77.7 
31  .0 

I     40f 

1   73.  7 

331 

•0.  1 

230 
31.  1 

511 

100.0 

NUBNCR    or    MISSING    ouravATiONS 


ATTITUDES     TOOABOS     DEVELOPMENT     IN     BOXRUBT     SURVET 
riL£         BOX«UB»       (CBEATION    DATE    •    02/25/151  SUBVE« 

C    0    0    S    5    T    1 


BASE  I 


VSI 


oua^;ty   or    .ife   next 


»B5 


HEIOH     SMOB     PACS 


:veb«   COO  oooD 


VEBACE        »A0 


TOT  BC-  : 

1. 

2. : 

3.  : 

4.1 

s. 

MBRovEc  : 

36^4 

0.7 



22  : 

T.  9    1 
53.7   I 

4.0    ) 

S4  : 

19.!   I 

43.  5   I 

9.  9   1 

120   1 
43.3   I 
56.3   I 

21.9  ; 
1 

77 
27.1 
41.  4 

114 


MOT  AT  ALL 


1 .» 

e.  t 

31. C 

2.  ? 

2(.l 

i7.  6 

10. t 

3S.  1 
3*. I 

1A.2 

21.7 
il  .5 

12.0 

3   I 

».•   . 
2T.3 

0.5 

t.2 
t.l 

0.  7 

22. 1 
1.9 

2.0 

1  J 

30.  ( 

7.0 

2.7 

..... 

32.7 

10.  1 

2.S 

. 

NUHIEB  or  MtSSINC  oascavATioNs 


•TTUOtS  T0**«0!  OEVELO»M«MT  in  BOXtuaT  SUBVtv 

.c    aOxauBV   IC1)EAr:0N  date  •  02/2S/(5l    SURVEY 


■AGE   1  0» 


eouMT  : 

•OW  BCT  rvt»7 

•c-  i: 


AVtKAOC   MO 


TOT  BC-  I 

1. 

2.: 

3.1 

A. 

S. 

,       : 

23   I 

le  ! 

10* 

105 

y  :»i»«o¥eo  : 

1 .  d 

1.3   ! 

19.0    ; 

3«.  1 

M.O 

AA.A 

■3.>   1 

A*.o  ; 

At. 3 

At.t 

0.7 

A. 2   1 

i.i     1 

1*.l 

It.  1 

2.   I 

13   I 

31   I 

•7 

11 

AT  iMvaovE  : 

1  .3 

S.«   1 

13. ( 

A3.  1 

3t.O 

33.3 

It.  1   ] 

41.3 

AA.3 

3t.A 

O.S 

2. A   I 

5.(   ! 

n.« 

3.   1 

0   1 

1 

1  A 

25 

Hi.;               i 

A  .  1 

0.0   ] 

1(.3   ] 

2t.6 

11.0 

22.2 

0.0   1 

10.7   ; 

I.A 

11  .« 

O.i 

0.0  : 

1  .s  : 
1 

2.5 

A. 5 

NUM*EB  or  MtSSINC  OSSEAVATIONS 


ATTITUDES  T0WAKO3  OtVCLOaMCNT  ZN  MOXtUIIT  SURVET 
riLE    ROXSURT   (CREATION  OATE  •  a2/2S/lfl    SUHVCT 


BASE     7 


aUALITT  OF  LIFE  NEXT  10  »RS 


OSSTAIULATIO 


CONOITION  OF  STORES 


•ACE   1  OF 


COUNT   I 

Roii  BCT  ivERT  eoo  eeeo 

COL  "CT  ID 


AVEKAOE   SAO 


TOT  BCT  I 

1  .  1 

2.1 

3.1 

A.I 

5.1 

'              ,     1 

A 

2t   I 

n  I 

103   I 

5A   t 

OREATLT  IMBaOVED  I 

1  .  A 

10.  1   ] 

31.5  : 

37.3   : 

it.e  I 

AO.O 

AS.  1  : 

SO.I   I 

52.3   : 

At. 5  : 

C.7 

5. 1  : 

It.O   I 

It.l   I 

i.t  I 

2.   I 

3 

23    : 

72   I 

to  I 

A2  : 

SOMfWMAT  IMRROve  I 

10. 5  : 

32.7   ] 

3t.A 

It.  1  : 

30.0 

AO.A 

A2.1  ; 

AO.  6 

3«.5   I 

e.t 

A. 2  : 

13.2   I 

1A.7   I 

7.7   I 

3.    I 

3 

t    : 

12   I 

lA    I 

13   I 

NOT  AT  ALL         I 

t.3 

12.5 

2S.0 

2t.2 

27.1   I 

30.0 

10.  5 

7.0   : 

7.1 

11  .»   1 

' 

O.i 

1.1   I 
.... — .-i 

2.2   I 

2.(   I 
1 

2. A   I 

NUMaCR  OF  MISSINC  OBSERVATIONS 


ATTITUDES  TOWARDS  OCVELORMCNT  IN  ROXBURT  SURVEY 
FILE    ROXBURT   (CREATION  DATE  •  02/2S/ttl    SURVEY 


Y70 
COUNT    I 
BOX  BCT  lYES 

COL  »c-  : 

TOT  BCT  : 


1 

INCREASED  SREATL 


BAOE       1    OF 


INCREASED    SOMCaiM 


I       TS.»       1 
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OCCKiASED    soxrvM 


SECRE&SCC    SHEA 


TOT*, 
NUMaED     0'     UXSSINS     OUtOVATIONS 


12 

to 

:        71 

16.' 

•  3.3 

12.7 

1.: 
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2.1 

10.1 

^, 

:         12 

(.3 

•  1  .7 

:       2. 1 

O.i 
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1  .  1 
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Ol 
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23.0 

TT .; 
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TtS 

MO 

2. 
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A3.I 
57.1 

20.  1 

32 

27.1 
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S.I 
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•  1.2 
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2S.7 
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72.2 
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3. 
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32 
2S.( 
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3.0 

S9 
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S.7 

s 

OECKEASED    mCATw 

3 

2S.0 
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0.9 

™ 

9 

7S.0 

2.4 

1  .• 
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•AOE         1     OF 


TOTAL  34.1 

Mu««cK  e*  MZMiMc  oasnvATiottt 


ATTTTUOCS    TOmAHOi    OCVKlOVMKNT    in    ROXBUat    SUHVCT 
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131       I 
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2. 
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3. 

AMUT     THE 

92 

4S.2 

20.4 

9.2 

44 

40.7 

17.3 

7.» 
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20.2  I 

•4        I 

91.3  I 
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2e 
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0.- 
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— -. — ; 

:3Lu<m            :s5 

-OTA.                    45,0 
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MISSING    CBSEavATIONS 

. 
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»T-:-uoES  TowAPos  develOp«£mt  in  aoxiusT  supvet 
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CXtMI  CMANOC  IK 


•OKK  IN  noxtuMT 


Increased  great 
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11 

!( 

A0.9 
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S.Z 
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2 

S 

21. ( 
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NUMSEB  OF  MISSING  OtSERVATlONS 
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NUMSEO  OF  MISSING  OaSERVATIONS 
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43 
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ATTTTUOeS    TOWAROS    0CVCL0M)(N7     IN    ROXBUKT    SU«VC7 
FILE         BOXauav       (CatATIOM    DATE    •    02/2S/I1I  SUMVCT 
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21 
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;t 
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0 
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0.0 
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30 

31 

7 
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11  .» 
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15.9 
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1  .4 

5.   I 

2 
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- 
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e 
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CO 
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CO 
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0.0 
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NUMIEI)  OF  MISSING  OBSERVITIONS 


119 


APPENDIX  C 


Survey  Questionnaire 


BOSTON  SURVEY        CASE  JTJMBER  START  TIME: 

Interviewer  No.  _^^^_^^^^_____  Tel.  No. 

P.^^T  A:   QUESTION'S  REGARDING  DEVELOP.'IENT  IN  ROXBURY 


Al   If  vou  had  to  draw  up  a  plan  for  the  development  of  Roxbury,  and  rate  ; 
following  elenents  a^  to  their  importance,  how  would  you  rate  tnem. 
most  important,  very  important,  important,  slightly  important, 
not  important  at  all?   CREaD  LIST.) 

(MOST  IMPORTANT-1,  VERY  IMPORTANT-2,  IMPORTANT-3,  SLIGHTLY  IMPORTaNT-A, 
NOT  IMPORTANT  AT  ALL-5 ,  NOT  SURI-9) 

Affordable  rental  housing 

Home  ownership 

Retail  shops 

Office  development 

Manufacturing 

Parks/open  space 

Public  services 

Jobs  12   3   4   5   9 

a2   How  concerned  are  you  that  economic  development  will  promote 
the  displacement  of  low-  and  moderately  low-income  families 
from  the  Roxbury  neighborhood?   Are  you 

Strongly  concerned  (1) 

Moderately  concerned  (2) 

Not  concerned  __^__  (3) 

Not  sure  (9) 


A3   Assuming  that  in  the  Melnea  Cass/Dudley  Square  area  a  piece 
of  land  is  available  for  development  and  that  office 
development  on  the  land  would  generate  ten  times  more  jobs 
than  manufacturing,  for  example,  which  of  these  two  options 
would  you  prefer  for  the  site? 


2 

3 

A 

9 

2 

3 

4 

9 

2 

3 

A 

9 

2 

3 

A 

9 

2 

3 

A 

9 

2 

3 

A 

9 

2 

3 

A 

9 

Office  development 

(1) 

Manufacturing 

(2) 

Not  sure 

(9) 

AA   Regarding  retail  development,  how  strongly  are  you  in  favor 
of  the  rehabilitation  of  existing  stores?   Are  you 


Strongly  in  favor 

(1) 

Moderately  in  favor 

(2) 

Neutral 

C3) 

.loaerately  against 

fA) 

Strongly  against 

(5) 

Not  sure 

(9) 

Bell  Associates  Inc.  j_22  2/16/85 


a5   Kow  would  you  rate  your  preference  for  the  following  types  of 

retail  or  service  stores  to  be  located  in  the  near  future  in  the 
Dudley  Square  area  -  most  preferred,  preferred,  neutral,  not  preferred, 
strongly  opposed?   (READ  LIST) . 

(MOST  PREFIRRED- 1 ,  ?R£FiRR£D-2.  NEUTRAL" 3,  NCT  PREFERRED-^,  STRONGLY 
OPPOSED-5,  NOT  SURE-9) 

Department  store 

Superaark.et 

Full  service  pharmacy 

Restaurants 

Enterta.inment  (theaters,  clubs) 

Banks/financial  institutions 

Service  establishments  like  cleaners,  copy  centers 

Professional  services  like  dentists,  lawyers,  accountants 

Hardware  store 

Clothing  store 

Other  (please  list)         


a6   Do  you  own  your  home?  (IF  YES,  SKIP  TO  a7 . ) 

Yes       (1) 

No        (2) 

A6a  Oo  you  expect  to  own  your  own  home? 

Yes.      (1) 

No        (2) 


a7   If  higher  income  people  move  into  this  area  and  current 
residents  are  not  displaced,  do  you  believe  this  influx 
will  have  a  positive  or  negative  effect  on  the  current 
residents  and  businesses  in  the  area? 


Positive 

(1) 

Negative 

(2) 

No  effect 

(3) 

Not  sure 

(9) 

a8   Do  you  feel  such  an  influx  will  mean  many  more  white 
people  moving  into  Roxbury? 


Yes 

(1) 

No 

(2) 

Not  sure 

(9) 

A8a   Are  you  in  favor  of  more  white  residents  in  Roxbury? 


In  favor 

(1) 

Opposed 

(2) 

Not  sure 

^9) 
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A8b   Would  you  be  in  favor  of  a  situation  where  the 
majority  of  Roxbury  residents  would  be  white? 

Yes  (1) 

No  (2) 

Not  sure  (9) 


a9   How  much  neighborhood  control  should  local  Community  Organizations 
have  over  development  of  Roxbury  -  very  much,  much,  little,  very 
little,  none  at  all?   (READ  LIST.) 

(VERY  MUCni-1,  KUCH'l,    LITTLE-3,  VERY  LITTLE-A,  NONE  AT  ALL-5 ,  NOT  SURE-9) 

Planning  review  of  major  projects 

Assuring  affirmative  action  for  minority  employment 

Guaranteeing  emplojnnent  for  neighborhood  residents 

Sharing  revenues  from  development 

Principals  in  specific  development  projects 

Joint  ventures:  Sharing  investment  responsibilities 

and  financial  reward  from  developments  12   3^59 

Assuring  a  small  piece  of  the  financial  benefits  of 

development  for  local  organizations  (equity 

participation)  1   2   3   A  5   9 


2 

3 

A 

5 

9 

2 

3 

A 

5 

9 

2 

3 

A 

5 

9 

2 

3 

A 

5 

9 

2 

3 

i. 

5 

9 
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PART  B:   NEIGHBORHOOD  PSRCZ?TION/0UALITY-OF-LIrT 


Next,  I  would  like  Co  ask  you  sone  questions  about  your  perception 
of  the  overall  quali ty-of-lif e  m  Roxbury. 


Bl   In  your  opinion,  is  the  general  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury 

better/the  sane/or  worse  than  it  was  five  years  ago?   (READ  LIST.) 


Better 
Sase 
Worse 
Not  sure 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(9) 


B2   Do  you  feel  the  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury  will  improve 
greatly  /  somewhat  /  not  at  all  over  the  next  ten  years? 


Greatly 
Somewhat 
Not  at  all 
Not  sure 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(9) 


B3   How  would  you  rate  the  following  neighborhood  conditions  in  Roxbury 
-  very  good,  good,  average,  bad,  or  very  bad?   (READ  LIST.) 

(VERY  GOOD-1,  GOOD-2,  AVERaGE-3,  BAD-A,  VERY  BAD-5 ,  NOT  SURE-9) 


Neighborhood  shopping  facilities 

Cleanliness  of  streets  &  sidewalks 

Condition  of  stores 

Availability  L   quality  of  restaurants 

Availability  of  entertainment/culture 

Parks,  playgrounds  &  recreation 

Access  to  other  shopping  areas 

Condition  of  private  homes  &  property 

Crime 

Air  quality 

Noise  in  the  street 

Job  opportunities 

Educational  opportunities 

Quality  of  housing 

Cost  of  housing 


2  3^59 

2  3   i.   5   9 

2  3^59 

2  3^59 

2  3   A   5   9 

2  3^59 

2  3   A   5   9 

2  3   4   5   9 

2  3   A   5   9 

2  3*59 

2  3   4   5   9 

2  3   4   5   9 

2  3   4   5   9 

2  3   4   5   9 

2  3   4   5   9 
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3A  Next,  I  am  going  to  ask  you  about  types  of  crime.   For  each 
type,  please  answer  how  serious  you  consider  each  type  of 
crime  to  be  m  Roxbury  -  very  serious,  somewhat  serious  or 
not  serious.   (R£AD  LIST.) 

(VERY  SERIOUS- 1,  S0.MEWHA7  SiRIOUS-2,  NOT  SZRIOUS-3,  NOT  SURE-9) 


a. 

Burglary  (break-ins) 

b. 

Auto  theft 

c. 

Vandalism 

d. 

Drugs  &  narcotics 

e. 

Store  robbery 

« _ 

Fire  or  arson 

&• 

Youth  gangs 

h. 

Huggings,  purse  snatchings 

i . 

Racial  conflict 

J  • 

Traffic  accidents 

k. 

Rape 

1. 

Hailbox  theft 

m. 

Gambling 

n. 

Prostitution 

0. 

White  collar  crime 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

2 

9 

B5   Considering  all  types  of  crime  together,  what  is  your  own 

opinion  about  how  crime  has  changed  in  Roxbury  over  the  past 
five  years?   Has  it 

Increased  greatly  __^_  (1) 

Increased  somewhat       (2) 

About  the  same  _^^_  (3) 

Decreased  somewhat  _____  (A) 

Decreased  greatly  ___^_  (5) 

Not  sure  (9) 


B6   Has  there  ever  been  a  violent  crime  committed  against  you  in 
Roxbury? 

Yes       (1)  ■ 

No        (2) 


B7   Has  there  ever  been  a  crime  committed  against  your  property  in 
Roxbury? 

Yes       (1) 

No  (2) 


B8   Have  any  of  your  immediate  family  been  victims  of  violent  crimes 
in  RoxDury? 

Yes       (1) 

No  (2) 
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B9   Do  you  feel  that  race  relations  and  discrimination  have  a 

great/  average/  or  insignificant  effect  upon  life  in  Roxbury? 

Great  (1) 

Average  (2) 

Insignificant  _^___  (3) 

Not  sure  (9) 


BIO   Do  you  feel  that  public  and  private  education  and  training 

in  Roxbury  are  adequate  and  capable  of  providing  local  residents 
with  job  skills  for  the  future?   Please  rate  then  as 


Very  adequate 
Adequate 

(1) 
(2) 

Somewhat  adequate 

(3) 

Not  adequate 
Not  sure 

(A) 
(9) 

PART  C:   GOVERNyjINT  SZRVICZS.  PLANNING  AND  INSTITUTIONS 


Now  I  am  going  to  ask  you  for  your  opinions  regarding  governaental  services, 
planning  ana  insIiCutions  in  the  Roxbury  neighborhood.   In  most  cases,  I  am 
referring  to  the  present  except  where  I  specifically  indicate  that  I  am 
referring  to  the  past. 


CI   How  would  you  rate  Che  following  list  of  public  services  in  Roxbury 
-  very  good,  good,  average,  bad  or  very  bad?   (READ  LIST.) 

(VERY  GOOD-1.  GOGD-2.  AVZRaGE-3,  BAD-A,  VERY  BaD-5 ,  NOT  SURE-9) 


Police  protection 

Fire  protection 

Garbage  collection 

Street  cleaning 

Parking/traffic  control 

Street  lighting 

Hospitals/health  care 

Public  schools 

Libraries 

Public  transportation 

Snow  removal 

Arts  and  cultural  facilities 

Park.s  and  playgrounds 

Day  care/child  care  services  ' 

Job  training  programs 

Elderly  programs 

Public  housing 

Welfare  services 

City  administration/bureaucracy 

Community  colleges/job  training  centers 


2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 

2  3  A  5  9 


C2   Now  I'd  like  you  to  rate  the  following  regarding  their 

efforts  to  improve  the  quality  of  life  in  Roxbury  as  very  good,  good, 
average,  bad,  very  bad.   (READ  LIST.) 

(VERY  G00r>-1.  GOGD-2,  AVERaGE-3,  BAD-A,  VERY  BAD-5,  NOT  SURE-9) 

Efforts  of  the  federal  government       I   2   3   A  5  9 

Efforts  of  the  state  government         1   2   3   A  5  9 

Efforts  of  the  city  government          1   2   3   A  5  9 

Efforts  of  the  BRA                     1   2   3   A  5  9 

Efforts  of  Roxbury  community  leaders     1   2   3   A  5  9 

Efforts  of  Roxbury  residents  in  general  1   2   3   A  5  9 

Efforts  of  yourself  1  2  3  A  5  9 
Past  efforts  of  the  Urban  Renewal 

Program  in  the  South  End  and  Roxbury  1  2  3  A  5  9 
Past  efforts  of  the  City  regarding 

public  housing                       1   2   3   A  5  9 
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C3   Now  I'm  going  to  read  a  list  of  choices.   Which  three  will  be  mainly 
responsible  for  what  happens  in  the  Roxbury  community  during  the 
next  five  years?   (READ  LIST.) 


a.  City  government 

b.  E.R.A.  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 

c.  Federal/state  government 

d.  Neighborhood  leaders 
c.  Residents  of  Roxbury 

f.  Neighborhood  businesses 

g.  Social  service  agencies 
h.  Community  groups 

i .  Churches 

j.  The  press/television 

k..  .lajor  businesses  from  outside  Roxbury 


Yes 

(1) 

No 

Yes 

( 1) 

No 

Yes 

(1) 

No 

Yes 

(1) 

Nc 

Yes 

(1) 

No 

Yes 

(1) 

No 

Yes 

(1) 

No 

Yes 

(1) 

No 

Yes 

(1) 

No 

Yes 

(1) 

Nc 

Yes 

(1) 

No 

Part  d:  respondent  profilz 

It.   order  lo  complete  this  survey,  I  need  to  ask  you  a  few  questions  about  you: 
own  background. 

Dl   You  are    Male  (1)     Female  (2) 

D2  How  old  were  you  on  your  last  birthday?    years 

D3   Of  the  following  five  choices,  which  most  accurately 
describes  your  ethnic  or  racial  background? 

Black  (1) 

White  (2) 

Hispanic  (3) 

Asian  (A) 

Native  American  _____  (5) 

Cape  Verdian  __^^  (6) 

Haitian  '  (7) 

Other,  specify  (8) 

No  answer  (9) 

DA   Do  you'presently  live  in  Roxbury?   (IF  NO,  SKIP  TO  D5 . ) 

Yes       (1) 

No        (2) 


D4a   For  how  many  years?      ^_^_^^  years 

(99.  not  applicable) 


D5   Are  you  currently  employed?   (IF  NO.  SKIP  TO  D6.) 

Yes        (1) 

No  (2) 


D5a   Do  you  presently  work  in  Roxbury?   (IF  NO,  SKIP  TO  D6.) 


Yes 

(1) 
(2) 

years 

(99.  not 

No 

how  many  years? 

applicabi  e 
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D6   Adding  up  your  incoTDe  fron  all  sources,  what  was  your 

individual  income  before  taxes  m  198'^?   (RLAD  LIST.) 

0  to  11.999  (1) 

12.000-2A.999  (2) 

25,000  ♦  (3) 

Not  sure  (4) 

No  answer  (9) 


D7   Where  do  you  receive  most  of  your  information  about  Roxbury? 


Boston  Globe 
Boston  Herald 
Bay  State  Banner 
Television 
Radio 

(01) 
(02) 
(03) 
(04) 
(05) 

Church 

A  coaimiuiity  organization 

Word  of  nouth 

(06) 
(07) 
(08) 

Boston  City  Hall 
The  State  House 

(09) 
(10) 

at  an  entertainment/recreational  facility 

(11) 

Other  (specify) 

(12) 

Not  sure 

(..) 

Those  are  all  the  questions  that  I  have.   Thank  you  very  much  for  your 
cooperation.   Goodbye. 


DTO  TIME 
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